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Here Mr. DUPRE took the chair.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, my conception of the scope
that eulogies should take is that they should set forth with ac-
curacy the characteristics of the person who is being eulogized.

It had been my intention this morning, on account of my long
personal friendship and association in this House with Gen.
EstorINAL, to make a few remarks,

I have lstened with close attentlon and with great interest
to these eloguent eulogies which have been pronounced in his
memory, and just at this time I can not recall any incident in
his private life or in his public career, of which I have knowl-
edge, but has already been referred to. Therefore, I do not
gee that there is anything which I can add to the eulogies which
have been pronounced. It is possible that later on I may think
of something that T would like to insert in the Recorp. There
are some, Mr. Speaker, who are absent to-day, who would like
the same privilege. Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that
all the Members who desire to do so may extend their remarks
in the IRECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. Warkixse] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks
in the Neconp, and asks like permission for other Members. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Warkins). The resolution
which has already been adopted provides an adjourement at the
end of the pronouncement of the eulogies for to-day. If there
ig no other Member to ask recognition, in conformity with the
resolution the House will stand adjourned. -

ADJOURKMENT.

Thereupon, in conformity with the resolution previously
agreed to, the House (at 1 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.)
adjourned until Monday, March 1, 1920, at 12 o'clock noon.

4 SENATE.
Moxvpax, March 1, 1920.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, 1. e

Almighty God, our sense of need moves us to prayer. Itis not
danger or want of power, but a fear that we may come short of
Thy law. Through all the vain conflict of human interests there
runs the golden thread of a divine purpose. Victory through love
is the only achievement worthy of the sons of God. Teach us to
overcome evil with good. May we not fear to trust ourselves
and our Nation to the divine program. Greater is he that ruleth
his own spirit than he that taketh a ecity. So may we be the
true heroes in the world’s strife through the glorious victory of
gelf-mastery. For Jesus' sake. Amen.

On request of Mr. Curris, and by unanimous consent, the read-
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of the legislative day of
Friday, February 27, 1920, was dispensed with and the Journal
was approved.

THE FIUME QUESTION,

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent that there may
be printed in the Recorp an article by Frank H. S8imonds, pub-
lished in yesterday’s New York Tribune, on the Fiume question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The article is as follows:

[From the New York Tribune, Feb, 20, 1920.]

ABGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST ITALY'S CrLAiMS TO FIUME—JUGO-SLAYVS,
UNDER THE DOCTRINE OF BELF-DETERMINATION, HAVE RIGHT TO THE
PorT—THE TREATY OF 1915 WitH FraxceE AxXD Geear Brrraix Cox-
TAINED THIS CONCESSION,

(By Frank H. Simonds.)

“ The peculiar value of the Fiume episode at the present hour
lies in the extent to which it serves to shed light upon the char-
acter of the great American adventure in Europe. Examining
this incident in all of its various phases, one may see how diffi-
cult and how complicated is the task which President Wilson
uﬁndertook at Paris, the task of imposing American ideas upon

urope.

“Tp begin at the beginning, Fiume is a purely Italian town,
situated in a wholly Slavonic region, surrounded on three sides
by Slav populations, which, in fact, constitute a considerable
minority within its limits. On the fourth side is the sea. His-
itorically, Fiume has only the remotest association with Italy,
\having been for centuries connected with Austria or with Hun-
gary, and in recent times a Crown possession of the Hungarian
Kingdom.
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NATURAL SLAYV PORT.

“ Commercially and economically it is the natural port of the
vast Slav and Magyar regions which constitute its immediate
and remoter hinterland, and it is one of the two ports by which
all the districts which were included within the Hapsburg em-
pire must communicate with the outside world. The other port,
Trieste, is already in Italian hands. Even in the case of Trieste,
however, the Slavonic claim is worthy of note, because all
the populations surrounding the town are Slay, and Trieste
has a large and growing Slovenian minority.

“The 1talian claim to Fiume rests upon the fact that within
the narrow limits of the town a majority of the people are
Italian. Under a strict interpretation of the 14 points self-
determination might establish Italian rights. But, on the other
hand, the real desire of the Italians is founded upon the wish
to dominate the Adriatic coast, to control the two porls of the
Slav hinterland, and thus to establish economic and political
control of this portion of the world.

“ If Fiume were to pass out of Italian hands it would at once
become the formidable rival 'of Trieste, and it is by no means
certain that this would not spell the ruin of Trieste, because the
Slavs naturally would use Fiume and Trieste would be deprived
of its commerce. It would lie within Slav power, since the Jugo-
Slavs control the whole hinterland, with its railways, to divert
all traflic to Fiume, and Trieste would perish.

“ By contrast, if Italy gained conirol of both of the available
ports of Jugo-Slavia, that country would be economically at the
mercy of Italy. Nor is the Italian insistence upon the avail-
ability of other ports worth discussing. The character of the
country, which is mountainous, forbids the construction, save at
prohibitive costs, of any alternative railway line. Actually, if the
Italians acguire both Fiume and Trieste, they have Jugo-Slav
commeree at their mercy.

MR, WILSON'S STAND,

* In this situation President Wilgon’s opposition to the original
proposal that Italy have IPiume is understandable; is, in fact, un-
assailable, as a question of right and wrong. A country of
11,000,000 people, as large as Italy in area and destined to have
a population nearly as large in a future not too distant, can not
safely be deprived of a sea gate or placed in economic subjection
to the Italians. Moreover, if the population of Fiume, less than
30,000, contains a majority of Italians, very large areas with a
purely Slav population have been assigned to Italy on grounds
which could be cited to warrant Jugo-Slav elaims to Fiume.

“ Unfortunately the naked question of right or wrong has
little to do with the larger aspects of the question. In 1915,
when Great Britain and France needed Italian aid, they made a
secret treaty with the Italian Government by which they prom-
ised Ifaly the Austrian territory in the Trentine and Tyrdlese
districts, as far north as the Brenner Pass, Trieste, and the
Istrian Peninsula, the northern half of Dalmatia, and certain
other things in Albania and Asia Minor,

“All this was done long before {he 14 points were even born.
Italy accepted the promise, entered the war, and performed her
part of the bargain. She therefore feels entitled to claim her re-
ward, and, loocked at purely as a contractual obligation, neither
Trance nor Britain has the smallest warrant to decline to carry
out the agreement of 1915.

OTHER ITALIAN DEMAXDS.

“ Put when the matter was raised at Paris, President Wilson
firmly opposed the performance by Britain and France of
{heir contract. His opposition was based upon the solid founda-
tion that this meant placing many hundreds of thonsands of
Slavs under Latin rule, depriving them of their own nationality,
and also depriving the Slavs of the hinterland of access to the
sen. A more flagrant break with the 14 points was not conceiv-
able.
~ “Meantime the Italians on their side had formulated other
demands. In their agreement with the British and the French
they had left Jugo-Slav claims to Fiume unquestioned. DBut
this concession had aroused protest in certain Italian quarters,
and for reansons of domestic polities it became necessary for
{he ministry of the hour to advance claims to Fiume also. Thess
claims were based upon the 14 points upon the right of self-
determination. In Paris, therefore, the Italians claimed Istria
and Dalmatia, on the Slav hinterland of Trieste, on the basis
of the Anglo-French bargain, the treaty of London of 1915. But
they claimed Fiume on the basis of self-determination.

ITALIAN CLAIMS,

“This opened a way for compromise. France and Great
Britain had no wish ta oppose President Wilson; they had no
private or selfish interest in advancing Italinn claims. They
were merely bound by a bargain; if they could be released from
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the bargain they would welcome the escape. But if they could
not refuse to stand by the treaty of London they could honor-
ably insist that the whole treaty be enforced, and that, while
Dalmatia was assigned to Italy, Fiume should be turned over to
the Jugo-Slavs.

“To this the Italians at Paris could not consent, because it
merely convicted them at home of weakness and insured the fall
of the ministry, While this debate was still in progress Mr,
Wilson appealed to the Italian people over the head of Orlando,
expecting they would see the injustice of their position and
compel the ministry to abandon its stand. Instead, the country

rallied to these claims and the ministry fell, precisely because

it had not made good the demands.

“Ttaly then withdrew from the peace conference, but pres-
ently resumed participation, while the Adriatic solution was
postponed. Before it could be settled d’Annunzio, scenting
weakness in certain official quartérs and receiving encourage-
ment in others, made his descent upon Fiume, seized it, and
continues to hold it. He is thus, in theory, a rebel against
Italian authority, but the Government does not dare interfere,
because the army and navy sympathize with him.

PEACE IN DANGER,

“ This Fiume adventure, however, brought the peace of Europe
into immediate danger. The Serbs, the Croats, the Slovenes,
with strong military forces, were only deterred from actually
opposing Italian aggression by milifary operation by the promise
of the great powers that they should have justice, accompanied
by warnings that if they resorted to arms they would get
nothing.

* Meanwhile the Italians had recourse to many devices. They
sought to break up the soldiarity of the Serbs, the Croats, and
the Slovenes by intrigue; they endeavored o prevent the union
of Montenegro with Serbia, using old King Nicholas as a tool.
When the plebiscite in Montenegro on the union was taking
place they endeavored to send a regiment to the Montenegrin
capital, and were prevented only by the daring intervention of
an American naval officer.

“At the same time they made common cause with the Rou-
manians, who opposed the cession of part of the Banat fo the
Serbs, a cession ordered by the Paris conference. Italian influ-
ence was also exerted to stir up both Bulgar and Hungarian
hostility to the Jugo-Slavs—an easy thing, because the Paris
conference had assigned both Bulgar and Hungarian lands to
the Jugo-Slavs. Thus a situation was created and survives in
which a clash between the Jugo-Slavs and the Italians may
have as a consequence attacks upon Jugo-Slavia by both the
Roumanians and the Bulgarians and a campaign which will set
all of the south of Europe in flames again.

CAMPAIGN OF BITTERNESS,

“At the same time Ttaly pursued a campaign against her old
allies, the French and the British, and particularly against the
French, because these two nations accepted President Wilson's
policy instead of assenting to the Italian claims. Many French
soldiers, occupying portions of the Adriatic coast under orders
from the Paris conference, were actually murdered, and a press
campaign of unparalleled bifterness was earried on against
France.

“ For Britain, as for America, this Italian bitterness had no
real threat, but for France it was guite different. In case of
another war with Germany, France would be menaced by an
Italian attack along the Alps, and it was only Italian nentrality
which saved France in 1914 by enabling the French to concen-
trate all their troops in the north. It was this detail which
totally wrecked German combinations and led directly to the
defeat of the first Marne,

“France could afford to stand with Britain and the United
States against Italian claims if it were clear that Britain and
the United States would stand with France in case of a new
German attack. But when the President returned to Washing-
ton it became clear that there was no real chance that America
would undertake to defend France against German attack, while
Britain declined to undertake the task without American co-
operation,

“ IFrance thus found herself estranged from two Latin States—
Italy and Roumania—because of her acceptance of Wilson lead-
ership, but without any commensurate reward in the way of
security. Consequently there developed a strong French senti-
ment in favor of changing sides and standing with the Italians,
while both in Britain and in France there was a general demand
that there be some settlement of a situation which threatened
to be the occasion of a new war and, while unsettled, prevented
actual peace in all of southern Europe.

FROFOSAL REJECTED.

“At first a solution satisfactory to President Wilson and to
Italy was sought, but the proposal accepted hy Mr. Polk for the!
President was rejected by Italy. Thereafter Mr. Polk left
Europe, and the President became ill. In this situation Britain
and France, acting without the United States, proposed a settle.
ment which Italy accepted. Then both States served notice
upon the Jugo-Slavs that they must accept this or submit to
seeing the old treaty of London imposed, whieh meant the loss
of all of Dalmatia.

“ The compromise was far more favorable to the Jugo-Slavs
than any previous proposal. It gave them all of Dalmatia and
meost of the islands, with certain restrictions as to Zara, but it
placed Fiume under the League of Nations and in addition gave
the Italians a strip of Slav coast land, thus enabling them to
have access over their own territory to the Fiume district. As
a compromise it was not unreasonable, but the main criticism
was that Great Britain and France ordered the Jugo-Slavs to
accept it or accept the treaty of London as the alternative.
But President Wilson had expressly refused to recognize the
treaty of London, he had not been consulted as to the com-
promise, and he was free, if he choge, to Tollow exactly the
course he took, namely, to warn Europe against a compromise
in the manufacture of which Ameriea was ignored, but in the
future results of which Mr. Wilson conceived America would be
concerned under its League of Nations duties.

“ The result was an international erisis. The British from the
outset had no intention of sacrificing American association for
Italian demands. The French preferred American to Italian
assurance, but had to have one or the other, and were begin-
ning to conclude that only the Italian was obtainable. The
Italians were naturally furious and angrily defiant, while the
Slavs, reenforced by this powerful American support, naturally
ignored the ultimatum.

CHAOTIC SITUATION,

“Thus the situation reverted to chaos., Jugo-Slavia renews
demands which can be ignored only in defiance of President
Wilson and with the obviouns probability that such defiance will
lead to the recall by the President of both the treaty of Ver-
sailles and the Anglo-French-American treaty. But Britain
and France promised Italy certain things under the treaty of
London, and recently pledged themselves to abide by the terms
of the latest compromise and compel the Jugo-Slavs to acecept
it. Italy now stands violently insisting that her recent allies
make good their solemn promises to her, promises which she
has been compelled already to reduce to an almost unrecogniz-
able shape.

“But if Britain and France concede all that the President
demands, if they agree to use their force to compel Italy to
yield an impossible concession, they have still not the smallest
assurance that the United States will accept the treaty of Ver-
sailles or the treaty of insurance. Mr. Wilson has the power of
the executive branch of the American Government to use
against them if he chooses, but he has not power over the legis-
lative. Meantime the Jugo-Slavs are so encouraged by the
President that they may resist any new Italian aggression, and
such aggression becomes daily more likely.

“ Moreover, for the British the situation becomes more acute,
for it is clear that the popular sentiment in France is growing
more and more favorable to a recognition of the probability that
America will not accept European responsibilities and more and
more insistent that, as a consequence, Europe must proceed to
settle her own questions. This means that the British, French,
and Italians must form an out-and-out alliance and thus united
enforce their several demands, the French at the Rhine, the
Italians along the Adriatie, and all three in Asia Minor. The
British have not the smallest desire for a new European alliance.
They desire the closest sort of Anglo-American association, an
alliance if possible. They will not follow France or Italy in
resisting the President, yet they have made promises to both, and
their situation will be extremely awkward if, under American
pressure, they break their engagements to the Continent, only to
find that this sacrifice has not contributed in the least to increas-
ing American willingness to enter European affairs or to make
an Anglo-American alliance.

BOLUTION BASED OX FORCE.

“Of course, if Europe were satisfied that America was done
with its affairs Europe would seek its own solution for pending
questions. The solution would necessarily be based upon foree,
France, having renounced the oceupation of the Rhine barrier
in deference to President Wilson's objection and in return for
his promised guaranty, would reassert her claims to the barrier
security, basing these claims upon the nonfulfilliment by America
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of the President’s pledge. Nor could the British effectively op-
‘pose this,

“ But in the same order of ideas Italy would retain Fiume and
there would be a swift elimination of those portions of the sev-
eral peace treaties which owe their existence to the President’s
Paris adventure. The several Learue of Nations areas would
disappear. Danzig would go to the Poles, Fiume to the Italians,
the Sarre to France. The lot of the Germans would necessarily
become harder amd the chances of any economic recovery even
more slender,

“ British poliey still clings to the notion that America and
Britain, in association, can not merely preserve the chief ele-
ments in the existing settlement, but also bring about a modifica-
tion of certain of the treaty provisions which seem to insure per-
manent German ruin. But this policy, which demands great
‘apparent sacrifices from the French and none from the Dritish,
can not prevail unless it is supported by America and enforced
by American financial power.

CANCELLATION OF LOANS,

“ The British conceive that if America is allowed to redraft
the terms of the treaty of Versailles in such fashion as to save
Germany economically, and the balance of Eurcpe as well, it
will agree to vast new loans and not impossibly to the cancella-
tion of $10,000,000,000 of existing loans. They believe this be-
cause it falls in with what the President and those associated
with him in Paris declared was the real character of American
idealism. But they know all such amendments will encounter
strenuons continental opposition and recognize that only Ameri-
can power and prestige ean put them through.

“ Nevertheless, as long as there is the remotest chance of an
American return to Europe, Great Britain will not run the
smallest risk either of offending the President or of raising an
impassable barrier between DBritain and the President’s oppo-
nents in America. The course of Lord Grey demonstrated the
latter. The course of Lloyd-George in his reply to President
Wilson demonstrated the former. Great Britain wants Ameri-
can association, but is indifferent as to whether it comes through
the President or through his politienl antagonists.

“ Inevitably a policy based upon the pursuit of American
cooperation involves ever-increasing British estrangement with
the French, with the Italians, with the Continent. What is not
clear is whether it can in the end lead to any compensatingly
closer Anglo-American relations. The difficulty here lies in the
paralysis of American machinery. The President can not do
anything affirmatively; his opponents will do nothing through
the existing medium, namely, the League of Nations, while the
protraction of the dispute over this is having for an unmistak-
able effect an expansion of American sentiment in favor of
avoiding all European entanglements, continental and British.

COLOXNIES DISSATISFIED.

*“ Nor is it less worthy of note that the British desire to make
every concession to America has once more involved the United
Kingdom in a dispute with a colony. All through the Paris
conference the deference shown by the British delegation to the
President aroused the protest of Australin through its prime
minister, Hughes, an outspoken critic of the President. Now,
Viscount Grey’'s suggestion to increase the United States voting
power in the League of Nations to counterbalance the votes con-
ceded to British colonies has stirred Canadian dissatisfaction.

“ Indeed, it is almost impossible to make a census of the num-
ber of mix-ups which have followed our first European adven-
ture. Britain and her colonies have disagreed; Britain and
France are at loggerheads; so are Britain and Italy. France
and Italy liave almost come to blows; France and Roumania are
mutually resentful. Our insistence mpon Serb claims in the
PBauat has compelled Britain and France to break their word to
Ttoumania ; it has led to a Serbo-Roumanian feud. With no real
power to resist and without any assurance of aid from us, the
Jugo-Slavs are holding out against the demands of Italy, which
have been supported until recently by France and Britain. We
have refused Greece her aspirations in Thrace and about Ko-
ritza ; our ultimate decision in Asia Minor, where settlements
have also been eutlined without regard to us, may precipitate
another Fiume crisis. Or the President may reject the proposal
to leave the Turk in Constantinople.

“ Obviously, if Europe could determine what American policy
was to be for the future the situation would be different. But
ever since the Paris conference, ever since the President came
home, Europe has had to operate on two mutually exelusive
assumptions—the assumption that the President’s ideas would
be adopted by the United States and the assumption that they
would be rejected. If President Wilson's ideas were destined to
prevail, Europe would reluctantly make the n conees-
sions, but they would have to be paid for by American loans and

American pledges of military and naval support. But if the
President’s ideas were destined to fail, then Europe would have
to settle its own problems in its own way.

UKITED STATES MONEY XECESSARY?

“ To-day, yesterday, to-morrow, as far as it is possible to see,
neither course can be followed and chnos persists as a result,
In the case of Fiume, it seems to me that the President is dead
right on the merits of the case. The Italian demands are pre-
posterous; they quarrel with every consideration of moral right.
But the Jugo-Slav case, just as it is, fortified as it is by all re-
gard for principle, is still untenable if there be not force behind
it, and that force can come only from the use of American money
and perhaps arms.

“The moment the Italians are satisfied that we shall do noth-
ing they will declare their purpose to stay where they are, and
then who can put them out? Certainly the French will not eveil
think of it; rather they will feel compelled to assent, because
American decision to stay out of Europe reopens for them the
old danger of an attack on the Alps and the Rhine. As for the
British, they may protest, but they certainly will not go beyond
this, What, then, will be the position of the Slavs, resentful but
helpless, and threatened henceforth on all sides? Threatened
because of American policy in the Banat as well as along the
Adriatic.

“ But if the situation continues unsettled Italy may be faced
with a domestic political crisis. She can not demobilize, Her
army is costing her terribly. Her own Government may sink as
a result of the two pressures—that coming from the nationalists
and that coming from the socialists. The Jugo-Slavs are no bet-
ter off, while the repercussions are felt all through Europe,

“ It will be perceived, then, how little of the real Fiume ques-
tion is actually comprehended in a discussion of the case of the
city itself and how symptomatie it is of the whole European net-
work of problems.

’ THE PROMISED REWARDS,

“ Fundamentally the situation turns upon a faet which has
only now begun to be appreciated in the United States. Presi-
dent Wilson believed, when he went to Europe, that he had only
to insist upon the 14 points and he would be supported by the
mass of the people of all nations. Having thus established peace
on this basis, he assumed that it would automatically endure as a
‘ peace of justice.

“In Europe he discovered that during the war nations in-
volved had been compelled to make agreements, to promise
Japan, Italy, and Roumania cerfain rewards for participation.
Promised these rewards, Japan, Italy, and Roumania had en-
tered the war to the very great profit of France and Britain,
who otherwise would have been defeated. These agreements,
the famous ‘secret treaties,’ manifestly conflicted with the
14 points, but neither France nor Britain could safely go back
on these agreements if the nations that held their pledges in-
sisted upon performance. In the case of Japan President Wilson
agreed in the end to yield, and with informal promises of Shan-
tung evacuation Japan acquired what had been promised her.

“1In the case of Italy the President refused to yield, and the
Italians insisted upon performance. Britain and France were
thus called upon to decide whether their pledge to Italy was a
“serap of paper’ or their decision to follow Mr. Wilson neces-
sarily abolished. For many months, for a whole year, British
and French statesmen have been temporizing, seeking to ‘ keep
in ' with Wilson while not actually breaking with Italy. Mean-
time the French have more and more inclined fo stand with the
Italians and the British with Wilson.

ISSUE UNCHAN

“To-day the issue remains unchanged. Italy demands the
performance of solemn pledges embodied in the treaty of
London, and points to the fact that one of the great issues of
the war was the maintenance of the sanctity of international
obligations. Britain and France, having tried to arrive at a
compromise and having merely aroused the P'resident’'s indig-
nation, are still faced with the dilemma. The gravity of the
problem lies in the fact that even complete acceptance of the
President’s leadership and the consequent alienation of Italy
may not insure American support for the future, while yield-
ing to Italy and estranging the President may leagd to the loss
of all chance of American assistance or American participation.
All of which is another way of saying that Europe, in the hope
of enlisting American aid in European reconstruction and peace
maintenance, has placed in the President's hands absolute veto
power, so far as its own policies are concerned, only to dis-
cover that it has not acquired any assurance of American
participation. Now, the French and the Italians, like the
Roumanians and the Greeks, desire to regain freedom of action
and take away the President’s power of veto, while Great
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Britain still insists upon placating the President, because
British statesmen still cling to the idea that America, if not
disgusted, will presently come back into European affairs.

“This means, if it means anything, that the Continent,
France, Italy, and the smaller States will at no distant time
repudiate the President’s control of European affairs, while
British oepposition to such a repudiation will lead to a com-
plete break between Britain and the Continent. Then the ques-
tion will arise whether the United States will reward the British
course by participation in an Anglo-American alliance. If it
does, British policy at Paris and since will be vindicated; if it
does not, that policy will prove a very costly blunder. But
every recent indication from London serves to econfirm the
Paris impression that the British mean to run every risk in
the hope of realizing the Anglo-American alliance.”

AESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
®stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House agrees to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of fhe Senate to
the bill (H. R. 12046) making appropriations to supply de-
ficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1920, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes; insists npon
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 17
and 31 to the bill; recedes from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate No. 22, and agrees to the same with an
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen-
ate; agrees to the further conference asked for by the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had
appointed Mr. Goop, Mr. Caxxox, and Mr. Byuxes of South
Carolina managers at the further conference on the part of the
House.

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions on the
life, character, and public services of Hon. Arpert EsSTOPINAL,
late a Representative from the State of Louisiana.

. CALLING OF THE ROLL.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Reading Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Frelinghuysen Lodge Ransdell
Ball Gay HKe]ln.r Sheppard
Brandegee (ilass Nelson Emoot
Capper Hale Now cer
Chamberlain Hitcheock Norris Bter
Cummins Johnson, 8. Dak, Nugent Buth nd
Curtis Jones, N. Mex. Overman Thomas
Dillingham Jones, Wash., age Trammell
Edge cllogg Phelan Wadsworth
Elkins King Phi Warren
Fernald Knox Peindexter Watson

Mr. CAPPER. I wish to announce the absence of the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. Groxma], the Senater from Oregon
[Mr, McNary], the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keves],
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kexvox], the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. Kexprick], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Hazr-
usox], the Senator fromw Maryland [Mr. Fraxce], and the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore], who are attending a meet-
ing of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-four Senators have
answered to their names. There is not a quorum present.
The Secretary will call the names of the absent Members.

The Reading Clerk called the names of the absent Senators,
and Mr. Hagris and Mr. Prrraan answered to their names when
called.

Mr. Kmey, Mr. LExroor, Mr. SxrTe of Georgia, Mr. STANLEY,
Mr. HeExpErsoN, Mr., PomreresE, Mr., BeckHAM, Mr. Warsa of
Montana, Mr, SHIELDS, Mr. Coresersox, Mr. Cornr, Mr. Borasg,
Mr. FLETCHER, Mr. CALDER, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. McLEAN, and Mr.
McCormick entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

Mr. McCKELLAR. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. SwAxsox]
is detained by illness in his family.

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. Asaurst] is absent on ac-
count of illness. P

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, Gerry] and the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Worcorr] are detained on official business,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-three Senators have
answered to their names. There is a quorum present.

SALE OF SHIPS (8. DOC. NO. 242).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in
response to a resolution of the 23d ultimo, a list of the vessels
sold, to be sold, and those on which action is pending, which,
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on
Commerce and ordered to be printed.

THE FIUME INCIDENT.

Mr, KNOX. T ask unanimous consent to have printed in the -
Recorp an editorial published in this morning’s Philadelphia
North American on the Fiume incident. It shows how sweet
it is for brethren to dwell together in peace and harmony.

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Philadelphia North American, Mar. 1, 1920.]
A COSTLY VICTOEX.

“ Publication of the correspondence on the Adriatic question
shows conclusively that illness has not impaired in any degree
President Wilson’s powers as a writer and a controversialist.
His counmtrymen should, however, make most of whatever
comfort this circumstance affords, since it is the only aspect of
the international sifuation which gives grounds for such a feel-
ing. As was foreseen, the President has won another diplomatic
victory ; buf, as in many like cases, it has been achieved at the
expense of Europe and the United States. Settlement of one
of the most dangerous problems arising from the war has been
indefinitely deferred; strife-breeding suspicions and rivalries
have been intensified without providing a means of allaying
them ; and, finally, increased hostility toward America has been
bred among the allied nations, which are incensed and utterly
bewildered to find that a Government which will not cooperate
with them asserts a right of veto and dictation.

“The outstanding feature of the correspondence, indeed, is a
tone of bitterness such as is seldom discernible in diplomatic
communications hetween friendly nations, not to speak of asso-
ciates in a common cause. It is a depressing commentary upon
the ‘mnew world order,” to which such ostentatious deference is
paid, to find that there is more acerbity, a keener spirit of dis-
coutent and aecusation, in the messages that passed between
President Wilson and the allied premiers than ever marked the
notes he exchanged with the government of the Kaiser five years
ago. There is left hardly a pretense of harmony, and such desire
for cooperation as remains is plainly inspired by considerations
of expediency or of need rather than of genuine sympathy and
confidence. On one side is manifested the anger of offended arro-
gance; on the other, a disdain for metheds regarded as un-
couth, with its expression restrained, however, by fear of
vengeful reprisals.

“The record to be examined really begins with the joint Anglo-
French American memorandum of December 9 proposing an
inclusive settlement of the controversies between Italy and
Jugo-Slavia, and the plan of January 14, wherein Great Britain,
France, and Ttaly agreed upon modified terms, the compromise
not being submitted in advance to the United States. Most
Americans are familiar with the outlines of these two docu-
ments, which we discussed in detail last week.

* Sharp inquiry as to the procedure having been made from
Washington, the British and French premiers explained on Jan-
uary 23 that the second proposal was * the best available recon-
cilintion of the Italian and Jugo-Slav points of view ’; reminding
the President that * he had not heard the arguments and could
not interview the principals concerned,” they intimated that
he might concede to them a desire to réach the fairest possible
decision. To one of My, Wilson's temperament such suggestions
were intolerable, and he turned immediately from small-arm fire
to heavy ariillery, laying down d devastating barrage of re-
proaches, accusations, and ultimatums.

“ His note of Februry 10 was unusually effective, not becanse
of any innovations in the attack but because his opponents had
supplied him with his most destructive ammunition. In the
proposal of December Great Britain and France had jeined the
United States in explicitly rejecting and reprobating Italian de-
mands which the two former indorsed in the modified plan of
January. President Wilson did not fail to turn their own words
against them, ‘The President,” he wrote, “ean not believe that a
settlement containing provisions which have already received
the well-merited condemnation of the French and British Gov-
ernments can be regarded as right,’ and thereupon he cited the
reversals of judgment.

“While the Allies had protested that only two features of
the original plan had been changed, and these to the advantage
of Jugo-Slavia, he retorted that it had been ‘ profoundly altered
to the advantage of improper Italian objectives” Against the
granting to Italy of a narrow strip of coast near Fiume he
quoted the December memorandum to the effect that this *ap-
pears to run counter to every censideration of geography, eco-
nomics, and territorial convenience,’ and he recalled that
‘unjust and inexpedient annexation’ forbidden in December
was approved in January. He also complained of the discard-
ing of his idea of a ‘free State of Fiume, comprising the city
and surrounding territory, and the creation of Fiume as an
independent city under the League of Nafions, * with the right
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to choose its own diplomatic representatives.! TFiume being

. Italian, such representatives would be of that race, and Mr.
Wilson held that the plan ‘paves the way for future annexa-
tion,’

“ It was not upon facts or arguments, however, that he relied
to give force to his demand for cancellation of the January
proposal, but upon undisguised coercion. When this feature
of his note was made known in Paris ‘ emphatic denial was made
at the White House,’ according to an inspired dispateh, and
officials characterized this interpretation as ‘an absolute false-
-hood.” Yet the text when published showed that the President
‘had made these deliberate threats:

“The Adriatic issue raises the fundamental question as to whether
“the American Government can on any terms cooperate with its Euro-
'pean assoclates in maintaining the peace of the world. If substantial
‘agreement on what is just and reasonable is not to determine inter-
"national issues * * * then the time is not yet come when this
‘Government can enter a concert of powers, * * ¢ If it does not
.appear feasible to secure acceptance of the memorandum of December
.9, he must take under serious consideration the withdrawal of the
treaty with Germany and the agreement between the United States
and rance.

“ Stripped of diplomatic cant, President Wilson's decree was
that unless his view prevailed he would kill both the peace treaty,
with the league covenant, and the special treaty guaranteeing
support to France in case of attack. Threatened with such dire
consequences, the Allies were compelled to seek conciliation, but
they could not wholly conceal their resentment nor deal gently
with Mr. Wilson's errors of statement and deduction. They did
not find it ‘altogether easy to understand’ his position and
declared that there was ‘no foundation for the assumption’
that they had adopted the Italian view. The *free State of
Fiume," his great contribution to the settlement, was an idea
rejected by both Italy and Jugo-Slavia. Furthermore, the
Allies’ plan, while transferring 50,000 Jugo-Slavs to Italian
sovereignty, restored 200,000 of them to their own fatherland,
while Mr. Wilson's map drawing had allotted 400,000 to Italy.
Reminding the President that he had withdrawn his representa-
tive from the conference and ‘could not therefore be in close
touch with theé changes of opinion and circumstances,” the pre-
miers asked, politely but firmly, ‘ How does the United States
Government propose that this dispute should ever be closed?’

“In studied rebuke they inquired whether Mr. Wilson ac-
tually considered that this country *should withdraw from the
comity of nations because it does not agree with the precise
terms of the Adriatic settlement’ ? And they expressed the hope
that the United States ‘ will not wreck the whole machinery for
dealing with international disputes because its view is not
adopted in this particular case.” They ‘could not believe’ the
American people would *take a step so far-reaching and ter-
rible on a ground which has the appearance of being so inade-
quate, |

“ They were to be instructed again, of course, that such deci-
sions are made not by the American people but by President
Wilson. His second note told them he had ‘no choice but to
maintain the position he has all along taken.' Otherwise, it was
but an extension of his former arguments. He offered, however,
one definite concession:

“ The President would, of course, make no objection to a settlement
mutually agreeable to Italy and Jugo-Slavia regarding their common
frontier in the Finme region, providing that such agreement is not made
on the basis of compensations elsewhere at the expense of nationals of a
third power.

“In their reply the allied premiers have seized upon this sug-
gestion and have proposed a withdrawal of both the December
and January plans, so that the contending nations may try to
reach an agreement by negotiation.

“ Tew Americans will feel competent to adopt offhand judg-
ment upon this complicated problem, but thoughtful students
of the correspondence will find in it the most disquieting im-
plications.
repeated assertion that his Adriatic settlement alone harmonizes
with ‘the prineiples for which America entered the war.” By

the decision of her people and the explicit terms of her declara-
tion, America entered the war to defeat Germany, to preserve
human liberty against the designs of an imperialistic autocracy,
to protect American lives from attack and American property
from spoliation; she never had the remotest idea of entering
the war in order to vitiate a treaty made among the Allies, or
to prevent the development of Italy, or to draw boundaries for
the Balkan races.

“ Despite this fact, the President undertakes to make Amer-
icn responsible for those aims, and to enforce their fulfillment
upon Europe by uttering threats in the name of the American
people. Reckless of the country's refusal to accept the obliga-
tions to which he audaciously pledged it, he still assumes the
voice of one whose decrees are law, and menaces friendly

They will reject, for example, President Wilson's"

nations with a withdrawal of that which he had no power to
guarantee. Hardly less provocative is his hardy insistence
that he alone strives for ‘ equity and right, while all who ques-
tion his mandafes are selfish intriguers. His intellectual arro-
gance is not even relieved by a saving grace of humor, for he
proclaims that *no Government or group of Governments has
the right to dispose of the territory or to determine the political
allegiance of any free people,” and then, having delivered a
whole Province of China to Japan, he forbids Italy to possess'
g.'tte Italian city of Fiume and decrees its annexation to a va'.
ate,

“The one serious plea offered by and for President Wilson is
that his course is designed to prevent future strife. He ean
not, he says, ‘sacrifice principles to purchase a temporary ap-
pearance of calm in the Adriatic at the price of a future world
conflagration,” This would be more convincing if there were
any evidence that Mr. Wilson’s judgment upon matters of peace
and war is sound. It took him two years and a half to diss:
cover what the struggle in Europe was about, and his ideas of
the proper procedure in peacemaking have brought the world‘-
to the verge of a new catastrophe. Does this record argue
that he has knowledge superior to the statesmen of Europe
respecting a problem so complex as that of the Adriatic? Is it!
perfectly clear that it were better to obstruct every settlement|
short of absolute justice—which is utterly unattainable—than'
to seek a reasonable compromise which would satisfy at least
the urgent demand for peace?

“But the most serious aspect of the affair is that, even if
the President’s course were miraculously designed to solve the
Adriatic difficulty, its larger effects would disastrously out-
weigh that assumed achievement. For he has not only im-
measurably strengthened the enmity between Italy and Jugo-
Slavia, whatever the ultimate settlement may be, but he has
embittered the Italian people against the United States and has
destroyed the sense of confidence and cooperation between the
Allies and America which was the one hope of making an
enduring peace in the world.”

WHEAT PPOOL.

Mr, FERNALD. I ask to have read an article in the \Wash-
lng%on Post this morning, on page 11, entitled * Find big wheat
poo _n

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Chair hears none.

Mr. FERNALD. As soon as the article has been read I wish
to make a few comments upon it. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read, as
requested.

The Reading Clerk read as follows:

Fixp Bigc WHEAT PoOL—UNITED STATES JURY CHARGES GrATS OFFICIALS
PROFITED BY MANIPULATION—OWN 85 PeEr CENT, IT 18 Samp—Re-
PORT SAYS GOVERNMENT CONTROLLERS CAUSED RISE IN PRICE ¥FROM
2.22 7o $3.30 For Hamp WHEAT—A, M, Houser “ REAL PARTY
NTEREST,” IT Is SAlp.

|

Is there objection? The

* Spogane, WasH., February 29.

“The Federal grand jury has made a report, in which it ex-
presses belief that the credit of the United States Government
has been used by wheat speculators to carry the great bulk of the
1919 wheat crop. It states that it is within the power of the
Government to reduce the price of flour whenever it chooses and
begs such relief.

“ The names of high officials of the United States Grain Cor-
poration, organized by the Government to protect its citizens, are
mentioned in the report. It follows:

“*When the Government appropriated $1,000,000,000 to buy,
the 1919 wheat crop, wheat receipts became as good as Govern-
ment bonds. Banks were glad to loan money in any quantity,
to purchase wheat, for the money paid the farmers was imme-
diately redeposited in the banks.

“HELD 85 PER CENT, IT 18 CHARGED.

“ 4 The minimum price of wheat was fixed in the Northwest at
$2.20 for soft wheat and $2.22 for hard wheat, coast points, and
the prices paid the farmers were these sums less freight to coast
points, averaging about 13 cents per bushel, and certain other
charges which amounted to from 4 to 6 cents per bushel. In
some cases a small premium was paid for hard wheat.

‘¢ The majority of the mills in the Northwest are owned by
a half dozen concerns, and each in turn has a grain company,
which is officered and operated by the men who own the milling
concerns,

“4From a great mass of testimony presented before the grand
jury we believe that 85 per cent of the 1919 wheat crop of this
State, estimated at 42,000,000 bushels, went into the hands of
these half dozen grain companies and was purchased prior to
October 15, before any material advanee in price,
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f BAXKS HOKEYICOMBEP WITH RECEIPTS.

“*The banks of this State are honeycombed with warehouse
receipts; Spokane banks at one time were carrying $9,000,000
worth of warehouse receipts, and it is not unusual to find that a
small country bank has loaned $1,000,000 on wheat receipts.

“ ¢ Having bought practically all of the wheat in the States of
Oregon and Washington, these grain companies have been able
to advance the price by sales to each other and through manipu-
lations of the grain market cenfered at Indianapolis and by other
methods. : :

“‘Although the greater part of the wheat was purchased
around $2.07, the grain companies are selling the wheat to their
own qmilling concerns at the prevailing market price, which at
present is from $3 to $3.30 per bushel for hard wheat, Their
own mills are asserting the rights to manufacture flour on the
basis of the price paid for the wheat—a price which is the result
‘of their own acts of manipulation.

“*The by-products of flour, bran and shorts, are a necessary

food for dairy cattle, and the prices now demanded by these by--

products mean destruction of the dairy industry.

. “*Under regulations existing in 1918 millers were prohibited
from making more than 50 cents a ton on mill feeds, and a * fair ™
price on carload lots was fixed by the United States Food Ad-
ministrator at $28.75 per ton, while to-day mill feeds are selling
on the Spokane Exchange at $43 per ton, carload lots, and $50
at coast points.

‘“‘The Pacific Grain Co., the successor of the M. H. Houser
Grain Co., the Pacific Coast Elevator Co,, and the Puget Sound
Warehouse & Elevator Co. are owned and operated in connec-
tion with the Portland flour mills concern, with headguarters at
Portland, Oreg.

 “‘These corporations were owned by M. H. Houser, vice
president of the United States Grain Corporation for the north-
western distriet. At the time he became vice president he made
some kind of a transfer of his interests in these concerns and
does not at this time appear as the owner.

‘ SAY HOUSER 15 * REAL PARTY.”

“¢The officers of the United States Grain Corporation for the
northwestern district and the offices of the above named being
quartered in a building owned by M. H. Houser, in Portland,
Oreg., it is, by reason thereof, the belief of the grand jurors
that Houser is the real party in interest in the milling and grain
concerns above named, and that by reason of his connection with
the United States Grain Corporation he has been able to manipu-
late and operate them to an immense profit to himself and asso-
ciates. i

“*The Pacific Grain Co. admits having bought 11,000,000
bushels of the 1919 wheat crop.

“*It Is impossible for this district to obtain relief, for the
grain companies threaten in case action is taken to force them
to sell the grain to the mills at the price paid by them plus a
reasonable carrying charge to elose the mills and ship the grain
to eastern points,

“‘To frustrate any concerted plan of evasion we would urge
that the Department of Justice take simultaneous action in all
wheat and flour centers of the United States.

‘ GLASS URGED BIG APPROPRIATION.

“*According to press reports, former Secretary of the Treasury
Grass recommended to Congress the appropriation of $150,000,-
000 to purchase flour and wheat. It is our belief that this wheat
is now owned largely by speculators, and in some cases by in-
terests directly and indirectly connected with some of the officers
of the United States Grain Corporation. Sales to Europe -will
benefit only the purse of individuals and the consumer will pay
the bills,

“+¢3We would recommend that a proclamation be issued fixing
a selling price of all wheat now held In the United States at the
price paid the farmers, plus a reasonable carrying charge, said
fixed price not to apply to the producer, and that similar price
be fixed on flour and mill feeds.

“‘We further recommend that no appropriation be made by
Congress to finance the sales of wheat, flour, or mill products to
foreign countries until such time in which the American people
are relieved from paying the extortionate prices now required
of them by reason of the grain manipulation as herein stated.’

“The report is signed by L. Roy Slater, foreman, and George
W. Fuller, secretary.”

Mr. FERNALD. T also ask to have printed an article on the
same subject from the New York American of this date.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objeection, it is so
ordered. :

H

The article is as follows: E
[From the New York American, Mar. 1, 1920.] l

Oxe Huxprep AND Fiery MinnioN DoLtar WHEAT CONSPIRACY)

CHARGED—BREAD B0OSTED 50 PER CENT—UNITED BTATES OFFICIALS,

NAMED—GRAND JURY'S FINDINGS ARE PIGEONHOLED IN WASHINGTON—|

M. H. Houser, MILL OWNER AND A FORMER FOOD OFFICIAL, ACCUSED,

oF MagIiNeg Huee WHEAT CoRNER—HOOVER FooDp PrLAN INVOLVED—,

SrecvrATOR8 FACING RUIN UNLESS GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATES IHucm

SusM 10 Taxke THEIR GRAIXN,

“WasHIiNGTON, February 29.

“The report formulated by the Federal grand jury at Spo-,
kane, Wash., involving the United States Grain Corporation in
an alleged ‘billion-dollar manipulation’ by wheat speculators,
and affecting direetly every bread consumer in the Nation, was
received by the Department of Justice about the middle of
February. :

“The report, amazing in detail and striking to the heart of’.
an alleged system of secret ‘jockeying' of the bread market,
was made February 7. It was pigeonholed by the Department
of Justice. ’

“ Responding to the urgings of M. H. Houser, one of the vice
presidents of the United States Grain Corporation, and who is
accused virtually of having profiteered in the sale of wheat
while holding a Government office, and the sirong recommenda-
tion by Julius H. Barnes, head of the Grain Corporation, the
Department of Justice later *got busy.

“Although the department had shelved the recommendations
of the Spokane grand jury for a blanket investigation, it now,
appears ready to conduct an inquiry on the pleas of Houser and
Barnes., This inquiry, being conducted at Portland, Oreg.,
appears to be an investigation of the grand jury which had
urged an investigation of the alleged manipulations in wheat.

HOOVER'S PLAN INVOLVED,

“Involved in the case, as pointed out in the presentment, is

the propaganda of Barnes and Herbert Hoover as appearing in
their newly acquired newspaper in Washington to *boost’ the’
plan to finance wheat and flour to foreign countries on a large
scale.
“The Hoover-Barnes propaganda and the ‘rush’ with which
Barnes and Houser stirred up the ‘ investigation’ of the grand
jury is interpreted by men of high office to mean that the ‘ hand-
writing on the wall * has been seen and feared.

“ It is maintained that the Nation-wide scheme alleged will
not be realized unless the speculators are successful in inducing
Congress to use $150,000,000 of the appropriation to take the
wheat which they have cornered off their hands.

“It is the above appropriation that Hoover and Barnes are
urging in their newspaper. .

“Taced by the coming expiration of the Government's mini-
mum price guaranty and the probable subsequent recall by the
banks of the millions which they have loaned on warehouse
receipts, it is claimed these speculators now see ruin impending
unless they ean get rid of their holdings prior to the harvesting
of the 1920 erop.

OFFICIALS ARE ACCUSED.

“ It is in this speculation, deep down, that some of the officials
of the United States Grain Corporation are involved, according
to the Federal grand jury’s charges.

“The grand jury intimated strongly that the motive which
prompted the grand jury to investigate the conditions prevailing
in the wheat market was to make public the machinations of
the grain ring and to prevent them from using the United States
Treasury or its credit, and further as a shield from the unex-
pected results of their alleged manipulations,

“In the opinion of the grand jury, the situation which they
discovered in Spokane and its vicinity exists on a similar scale
throughout the wheat-growing districts of the United States.
Instead of launching the systematic investigation urged by the
grand jury to protect the rights of consumers, the only action
even contemplated by the Department of Justice appears to be
the investigation of the grand jury which had made the report.

“ It is regarded as significant that when the substance of the
presentment was first made known in official channels that
Houser wired Attorney General Palmer for a ‘complete investi-
gation.” It is also understood from an excellent source that
Julius H. Barnes also requested an investigation.

“ Mr, Barnes’s contention, it was said, was that a grave charge
had been made against a man connected with the Grain Cor-
poration and that another inguiry was necessary to determine
whether the charge were true. If it were true, Mr, Barnes is
reported to have told the Attorney General, Mr. Houser should
be indicted.

“The Attorney General ordered the Portland investigation,
but not on the strength of the presentment which had urged
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immediate action, and which was pigeonholed, but after Houser
and Barnes had acted.
JURY 15 IGNORED.

“ Not only did the Department of Justice fail to act on the
“grand jury’s request, but officials of that bureau refuse to ex-
-plain the * why ' of the pigeonholing episode. ;

“ While denying the charges made by the Federal grand jury
as being ‘ a-damnable attempt to besmirch my integrity, prompted
by political motives and motives of jealousy,’ at Portland last
‘night, M. H. Houser admitted his connection with the Pacific
‘Grain Co. as stated in the presentment.

“ Mr. Houser stated that he retained complete control of the
grain organization he had built up before the war and that two
years ago he had bought the entire chain of Theodore E. Wil-
cox properties, which include the Portland Flouring Mills and
the Tacoma Warehouse Co. He controls in all 9 mills and
148 warehouses and elevators.

“ United States Attorney Francis Garrecht, who conducted
the investigation of the grand jury, said to-day, according to
advices from Spokane:

‘ Houser’s statement, to say the least, is neither clear nor convincing.
People who know Mr. Houser best will be inclined to doubt his asser-
tion that he was losing hundreds of dollars a day on the flour that he
was milling. His insinuation that there was any ulterior motive or
purpose on the part of the grand jury or the Department of Justice is
absolutely without any foundation in faet.

“The farmer organizations to which he alludes as being opposed to
Hoover and consequently inimieal to himself were not known to exist
by this grand jury.

“ Probing deep into the affairs of the Houser concern, the |.

grand jury found that Houser had bought up 11,000,000 bushels
of the wheat crop.

“From an excellent source it became known to-day in a dis-
pateh from Spokane that the abnormally high price of mill
feed, rather than the sudden rise in wheat, was the original
incentive to the grand-jury investigation.

DAIRYMEN FORCED OUT.

“ Until the armistice in November, 1918, the United States
Food Administration, controlling the mill-feed situation, kept
the price of feed at $28.75 per ton. But when this control was
* withdrawn the mills at once raised the price {o more than $40
a ton.

* As a result, many of the dairymen in the Spokane distriet
were compelled to sell their cows and abandon business. The
situation was growing acute when, in the fall of 1919, Julius H.
Barnes, president of the Grain Corporation, was asked by
numerous dairymen for relief. Barnes is reported as having
stated that the Grain Corporation could do nothing to control
the price of mill feed.

“ District Attorney Humphreys, at Portland, who is in charge
of the ‘new investigation,’ said:

* These charges against IMouser are of a most serious nature, amount-
ing to an allegation that he has profiteered in the sale of wheat whire
holding a Government office

“ Senator GroNNA, of North Dakota, was one of the Members
of the Senate to express wonder as to why the Attorney General
had not taken action on the report of the first grand jury, as was
Senator CAPPER, Republican, of Kansas.”

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, for several months the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives have been undertaking
to lower the price of foodstuffs. We have investigated very
many private concerns all over the country. I do not know a
thing about this matter other than is stated in the article in
the morning Post, except that I know in banking circles all
over the country for the past six months it has been generally
known that the banks in the Northwest were filled with wheat
receipts and that many of the small banks have loaned out as
much as a million dollars, country banks which naturally
would not lend any one line of business more than three or
four hundred thousand dollars. If this be true—and I am
going to suggest that the matter be taken up by the Agricultural
Committee—there ought to be an investigation of the subject.

We do know that for months the Federal Trade Commission
have investigated all kinds of private business and have at-
tempted to bring business men before the bar of public justice
for the very small amounts which they have shown that those
men have made in connection with the-sale of different food
products, and while the newspapers of the country have been
filled with reports concerning the investigation of the five great
meat packers, this Government organization has been making
more than a dollar a bushe! on every hushel of wheat that
has been raised in some of the Western States. \

The price which was fixed by the Government of $2.20 per
bushel for wheat has gone to $3.20 per hushel. We have known
that somebody was making money in the transaction. If this

be true, every one of the mien who have been associated in this
matter ought to be indicted for grand and petit larceny.” It
is the most deplorable condition that has ever been brought to
the attention of the people of the country, and the Senate of
th-?.l United States ought to begin an investigation of the matter
to-day.

Mr, President, T have been so opposed to all Government
control of activities and to the different agencies which have
been instituted to bring about such control that when I read
an article of that kind I have hardly the patience to give it
fair consideration or discussion. Every effort the Government
has made to operate private business has resulted in failure.
We have learned from the reports of the Railroad Administra-
tion and from the investigations of the Interstate Commerce
Committee running over a period of several wonths that the
Government has been operating the railroads at a loss of hun-
dreds of millions of dollars; but, Mr. President, that does not
begin to compare with the loss to the railroads of the coun-
try. The railroads are in a deplorable condition. In my
State one great system that has been in the habit of laying
more than 40,000 ties each year has not lald a new tie in the
last three years.

We know of the great shortage of cars which are required
for the transportation of fuel and food products all over the
country. There have been none of these cars repaired, and it
will be found that every siding from here to the State of Maine
and from here to the Northwest is filled with cars that need
some little repairs. .

We have before us another committee proposition relative to
operating the ships of the country, and an appropriation of $75,-
000,000 has been asked for the repair of a few ships in order
that the Government may operate them; and yet every report
as to every ship which has sailed out of our ports under Gov-
ernment control indicates that the operation has been conducted
at a loss, although ocean freight rates have been advanced to an
amount which is alimost beyond the conception of the mind of
man, at the expense, as my friend from Kansas [Mr. CAPPER]
demonstrated last week, of the American farmer. The situa-
tion has become such that food products can hardly be sold and
shipped across the water by American farmers and merchants.
Itates have been advanced from 200 to 400 per cent on such prod-
ucts, and yet we have the proposition to consider as to whether
or not we shall continue the operation of ships.

The same condition exists as to the Fuel Administration;
and I might go through other Government activities and dem-
onstrate that a similar situation prevails. Only last Saturday”
I took up a newspaper, and I read that there are 39 different
bureaus and 9 departments doing precisely the same thing, mak-
ing 48 bureaus and departments that were operating and ask-
ing the same questions of the business men of the country.

All I wish to do is to submit this matter to the Agricultural
Committee and ask that it be investigated. From now on let
us see to it that every one of the Government agencies that are
so active in interference and in the embarrassment of business
shall be abolished and that business men have an epportunity
to carry on their busjness in their own and a businesslike way
so long as it is legitimate.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico and Mr. PHELAN addressed the
Chair.

Mr. FERNALD, I will yield in just a few moments. I shall
soon be through. If it be true that the officials in the United
States Grain Corporation have been speculating, as this article
suggests, I repeat that they ought to be indicted for grand
larceny and sent to State prison.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. FERNALD. I yield to the Senator,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The article presented by the
Senator from Maine carries with it a very strong imputation
of personal and official misconduct. It purports to be the find-
ing of a grand jury, if I have been able to understand the lan-
guage of the article as read. I should like to inquire of Lhe
Senator from Maine if the grand jury was charged with the
investigation of such subjects?

Mr. FERNALD, That is preecisely what I want to know. I
have only the information from the Washington Post. If it is
true that the grand jury is making an finvestigation, that
would be sufficient; but I thought the Agricultural Committee
could make such inguiries as might be necessary.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I also observed from the reading
of the article that it recommended that the Attorney General
take some steps regarding the matter. That was an indicntion
to my mind that the grand jury itself had no jurisdiction, awml,
therefore, that it was acting wholly outside of any duty mposed
by law. Does the Senuator from Maine so understand?
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Mr. FERNALD,
New Mexico.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Then, if that be true, we have
here an article which purports to come from a grand jury which
went outside of its jurisdiction to take up a subject about which
it had made no examination ; and it would seem from the reading
of the article that the grand jury made this report, in whatever
form it may be, upon mere rumor. Does not the Senator from
Maine o understand? :

Mr. FERNALD. I understand that the facts of the article
are correct. Just what the legal status of the case is, I do not
know, not being a lawyer; but I know that the price of wheat is
very much higher than it ought to be, and that it costs every
man who purchases a barrel of flour to-day at least $4.50 more
than it should.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempare. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FERNALD. I yield.

Mr. KING. I think I can, perhaps, throw a little light upon
the matter. My information is—and I derived it not only from
the article which has been read but from a number of other
articles which I have read—that an investigation was made by
the State grand jury of a number of matters which came before
its attention. It also made an investigation respecting the high
price of commodities within the State, and reached the conclusion
that no State law was infracted by the action of the individuals
and corporations and organizations referred to; but it also
reached the conclusion—that is the information I have received—
that this matter came within the denouncement of the Federal
statute—the Sherman antitrust law—and recommended proceed-
ings under the Federal statute.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

Mr. WADSWORTH and Mr. LODGE rose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senafor from Maine
yield; and if so, to whom, as there are three Senators on the
floor?

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is a unanimous-consent agree-
ment printed upon the calendar this morning under which we are
exceedingly anxious to bring up the Military Academy appropria-
tion bill. Iam therefore constrained to ask for the regular order.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I merely desire to say, if the Sen-
ator will allow me just a word

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have raised the question of the regular
order.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If the Senator from New York
calls for the regular order, he has a right to do <o, but I should
like to state——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
demands the regular order.

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the discussion does not go to any
great length I shall not object, but I simply have the interest of
legislation at heart; that is all.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
der is laid before the Senate.

Mr. FERNALD. I wish to say

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
order.

Mr. FERNALD. Just a moment, Mr. President——

Mr. LODGE. Let us have the regular order, Mr. President.
The understanding was that the Military Academy appropriation
bill should be taken up at the earliest possible moment. I ask
for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no reports of com-
mittees, bills and joint resolutions are in order.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCKED.

Bills and joint resolution were introduced, read the first tinre,
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as fol-
lows: -

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 3996) to authorize the sale or lease of real estate or
any interest therein, acquired for the use of the Army since
April 6, 1917, and no longer needed therefor; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia:

A bill (8. 8997) for the relief of D. Beatrice Arline; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr, PHELAN:

A bill (S, 3998) authorizing any tribes or bands of Indians of
California fo submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. !

By Mr. WADSWORTH : )

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 166) to permit the payment of
certain money for the acquisition of land for the United States

I think so, I will say to the Senator from

The Senator fromr ¥ew York

I will wait until the regular or-

Reports of committees are in
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Army General Hospital No. 19, Azalea, N. C; to the Commitiee
on Military Affairs.
AMERDMENTS TO AGRICULTURAL ATPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. JONES of Washington submitted an amendment propos-
ing to increase the appropriation for investigations in operation
of seed and plant introduction, etc., from $82,700 to $114,200,
intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to grant authority
to the Secretary of Agriculture to accept lands for field stations,
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appro-
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry and ordered to be printed.

AMNESTY TO PRISONERS (8. DOC. NO. 241).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed:

To the Senate:

I transmit herewith a communication from the Acting Secre-
tary of State replying to the resolution of the Senate dated
January 13, 1920, requesting that it be furnished with informa-
tion showing what, if anything, Great Britain, France, Italy, and
Belgium, or either of these Governments, have done, through
legislative or executive proclamation, or otherwise, looking to
the granting of amnesty to military, political, or other prisoners
since the signing of the armistice November 11, 1918, -

Woobrow WiLsox.

Tue WaITE HoUsE,

27 February, 1920,
SHIP AND RAIL TERMINAL ON SAN DIEGO BAY.

AMr. PHELAN. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in
the ReEcorp a resolution of the common council of the city of
San Diego, Calif., making a proposition to the Federal Govern-
ment for terminal shipping and rail facilities on San Diego Bay.

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Resolution of the common council of the city of S8an Diego, Calif. (Res.
No. 25266), approving the proposed establishment of a Federal ship
and rail terminal on San Diego Bay, at such point and under such policy
as Congress may prescribe, as o means of furthering overseas commerce,

“ Whereas the city of National City, located on San Diego Bay,
has by resolution of the city trustees, the legisiative body
of said city, of the date of December 18, 1917, tendered to
the Federal Government without cost tidelands bordering
upon the channel waters of San Diego Bay for the establish-
ment of a Federal ship and rail terminal in the interests of
commerce and navigation; and .

“Whereas the city of San Francisco, the ‘premier port’ of the
Pacific, has by resolution of the board of supervisors, the
legislative body of said city, of the date of December 30,
1917, ceded to the Federal Government all tidelands stand-
ing in the name of the cliy, together with all streets and
street ends, without cost of any kind, for the purpose of
establishing a Federal ship and rail terminal as a means of
promoting the interests of commerce and navigation, in ac-
cordance with the existing and contemplated policy of fur-
thering overseas trade; and

“YWhereas at a public hearing before the United States Senate
Committee on Commerce held in Washington on February
4, 1920, Gen. William B. Black, former Chief of Engineers
of the United States Army, now serving as engineer adviser
for the National Shipping Board, controlling and operating
Government merchant ships of the value of $2,000,000,000,
recommended the construction and operation of a modern
Federal ship and rail terminal at Bayonne, N. J., in order
to relieve the congestion and escape the extortionate rates
charged for berth space in the port of New York, an in-
crease from the prewar price of from $60 to $80 per day, as
stated by Gen., William Black, to $250 and $666, thereby
imposing undue burdens upon the sea commerce of the
Nation at a time when overseas trade is in the balance,
demanding the highest efiiciency in ship and seaboard rail
movement ; and

“YWhereas the city of San Diego, State of California, was the
first munieipality in the United States to anticipate naval
needs of the Nation by the cession of 500 acres of tidelands
without cost for the establishment of a naval base, upon
which the Seeretary of the Navy has recommended the ex-
penditure of $30,000,000 in the form of sea walls, channel
dredging, ship-repair yards, marine ways, and other aids to
navigation in keeping with the national policy of naval ex-
pansion ; and -
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“YWhereas the physical conditions of San Diego Bay are such
‘that provision for the channel and general port needs of the |
Navy in the form of increased channel area will furnish
the basic needs.of the nationally owned merchant ships by
a single outlay, with the exeeption of medern docks and rail
terminals: Now, therefore, be it

“ Resolved by the eommon council, the legislative bady of the
vity of San Diego, State of California, as trustee of all the tide-
lands bordering upon San Diego Bay awithin its corporate limits,

That it views with favor the establishment and -operation of

Federal ship and rail terminals, as advoeated by Gen, William

M. Black, engineer adviser of the National Shipping Board, and

hereby pledges its support and assistanee in every way possible

‘to the accomplishment of 'that object as an.aid to overseas com-

merce and national trade expansion; and be it further

“ Resolved, That a copy of this resofution be transmitted to
the National Shipping Board, the United States Railroad Ad-
ministration, and to the Federal Representatives of the State
of California at Washington.

“ Presented by Councilman Virgilio Bruschi. ¢

* I hereby certify the above to be a full, true, and correct copy '

-of resolution No. 25266 of the commeon council of the city of San

Diego as adopted by said council February 11, 1920.

[sEaL.] “ArrEn H, WricHT, City Clerk.”

THE ADRIATIC SITUATION.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask to have inserted in the
Recorp an article from the Sun and New York Herald of Sat-

rday last on the Adriatic situation.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed
in the Reconp, as follows:

[From the Sun and New York Herald, Feb. 28, 1920.]

Mg, WiILsoN's Apriatic DisPuTe Exroses Our DANGER FROM THE
LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

“Into his challenge of the decision of the Governments con-
cerned .in the Adriatic erisis Mr. Wilson has put:all the bril-
liance and power of intellect which he gives to any cause that
he makes peculiarly his own. His indietment of their methods
and purposes is as shrewd a plece of mingled idealism and
casuistry .as his keen mind has ever contrived.

“The President, indeed, was never in truer Wilson form than
when he threatened to kick the League of Nations into kingdom
come because the proposed settlement of the Adriatic question
=wwas not to his liking. His disregard of the practieable, his pur-
suit of the unattaindble, were never more complete. His in-
sistence that a mutoal understanding among several nations
must always mean acceptance of his views was never more un-
qualified ; his intolerance of a majority dissent from those views
never more absolute.

“In the Adriatic matter, as Mr. Wilson sees it, as he ex-
presses 1t, and as he decrees if, it is not a question of what is
now possible. It is mot a question of what Great Britain and
France, bound by a treaty compact with Italy, now want and
can agree upon, It is not a question of what Italy and Jugo-
Blavia now want and can agree upon. It is not a question of
what the different elements of the population” of Fiume now
want and can agree upon. It'is a question of what Mr. Wilson
wants them all to want, and what he is willing to permit them
to agree upon,

“ It unquestionably is a fact, as Mr. Wilson declares, that
there is not perfect justice in the compromise settlement. The
Allies themselves say so. Both Jugo-Slavia and Italy concur.
But anybody except Mr. Wilson must concede that no settle-
ment that eould be worked out by mortdl man would give per-
fect justice ‘to everybody. Short of Heaven itself, there is no
such thing as perfection of anything. ‘When different interests
are in conflict there can 'be no such ‘thing as full satisfaction
to all. -

“Furthermore, what might be justice to all those nations
coneerned, in the opinion of Mr., Wilson, might, in their own
opinion, be justice to none. The Allies, in truth, point out to
the President that the proposed terms of settlement take away
from Ttaly things and rights which Italy has believed and still
believes are hers. In the same way Jugo-Slavia, while getting
such surrendered things and rights, does not get and could not
get others which her nationals claim as naturally belonging to
them. But each is'benefited. Both are more content:

“The origin of the proposal of January 20 lles in the fact that
when the Prime Ministers of Great Britain and France came to deal
directly both with the representatives of Italy and Jugo-Slavia in
Paris they found that nobody desired the consummation of the free
State of Fiume, which bhad always been an  essentlal part of the
Ameriean proposals for settlement. They -discovered that Jugo-Slavia
would prefer a settlement which did away with the free State, includ-
ing, as it does, a population of 200,000 Slavs, and included as much

as possible of its territory and population within its own borders.

Accordingly the Governments of France and Great Britain, continuing '

the negotiations from the point at which they had been left on
Deecember 9, made ‘the proposal under discussion, including the rectifica-
tion of the Wilson line and the cessation to Italy of a strip of terri-
tory running along the shore so as to connect it with the free city of
Fiume. The met upshot of which was that J lavin was to gain,
a8 compared -with the American proposal, an additional 150,000 J
Blayvs, while agreeing to the inclusion within the Italian frontier of a
Turther ‘50,000 Jugo-8Slavs “in addition to the 400,000 which President
“Wilson 'had already agreed to allot to that eountry.

“““If Mr, Wilson himsélf were the sole arbiter of the pointsin
dispute, if he were fletermining the questions in accordance with
his prineciples of justice, he conld not satisfy all the elaimants,
he might not satisfy a single one of the claimants. He might
not satisfy ‘a soul on earth but himself. Groping after the
shadow of exaggerated idealism but rejecting the substance of
practical compromise, he might wrong and inflame all. The
only practical thing, as the joint notes of the Allies well say
and as they quote Mr. Wilson himself as having once said, is
to come as near as possible to giving general satisfaction:

“The difficulty of the task, the patience reguired in order to effect
it successfully, the uselessness of endeavoring to ree preconceived
ideas on refractory material has been recognized the one more
clearly than the other, and in his address at the opening session of
the peace conference he pointed out how impossible it was to expeet
imperfect human beings and imperfect nations to agree at onee upon
ideal solutioms. 'He made it clear that in his judgment the only course
before the ce conferenee 'was to do the best it could in the circum-
stances and to create machinery whereby improvements and rectifica-
tions could be effected by reason and common sense under the authority
of the League of Nations instead of by resort'to war.

“But perfect or imperfect justice in this Adriatic crisis, wise
solution or unwise solution .of this delicate, difficult, and danger-
ous problem, nothing could more strongly emphasize the pit-
falls for everybody of this League of Nations, conceived out of
the imagination of Mr. Wilson, than the President’s action.
Nothing could more vividly reveal its perils to the United States
than the very argument, protest, and wrath of Mr. Wilson
against this compromise decision.

“ Here is the League of Nations—Mr. Wilson’s own league,
as he willed to impose it on our country—in existence and in
operation. Here it is funetioning in one of the crucial situations
of the Old World. Here is the first great decision of members of
Mr, ‘Wilson's league in a gquestion which affects the peaee and
safety of Europe. It is a decision acceptable to Europe in
general and to those most directly concerned in particular.
But straightway Mr. Wilson, creator of and sponsor for that
very league, sets all Europe by the ears with his refusal to
abide by the decision, although the United States is not even
a member of the league, .

“ Suppose the United States were already in the league. Sup-
pose Mr. Wilson, then acting for this Government instead of
merely for himself as now, threatened to snatch our country
out of the league because he did not like a decision reached
by its members, except for him, unanimously. Suppose he
threatened to cancel on the spot all the contraets we had made
with the league, all the obligations we had assumed directly
and indirectly with ifs members. BSuppose he ‘threatened to
ride roughshod over the League of Nations to eompel it to do
his bidding. What an uproar this country and the world would
be in because of our membership in his League of Nations!
To what a danger of war he would have exposed us! Into
what a welter of war he might actually have plunged us;-and,
as we say, through this very League of Nations—Mr. Wilson's
own League of Nations—which he has been determined to jam
down the throats of the American people.”

RATLROAD WAGE CONTROVERSIES.

Mr. POMERENE. I have sent for a copy of the letter which
was addressed by the President to the railroad organization
representatives relative to the wage controversy. I do not have
it before me, but it appeared in the Sunday morning papers,
and is of such universal interest that I ask that it be incor-
porated 'in the ‘Recorp without reading.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the
request of the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. GORE. T did not understand the request.

Mr. POMERENE. The request was that the letter written
by the President to the different railroad organizations, bearing
upon the subject of wage controversies, may be ineorporated in
the RECORD.

Mr. GORE. 1 have no objection. 1 should like to ask that
there also be printed in the Recorp the manifesto issued by
the brotherhoods, I believe, or by organized labor, a few days
ago, just before the passage of the bill. 'Whether Senators
entirely approve of its arguments and conclusions, it seems to
me that it ought to be in the Recorp. They have a Tight to
state their side of the case in their own way, and those who
wish to consider the whole case ought to have access to it.

‘Mr. POMERENE. 1 have no objection,

-~
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Mr. GORE. I was sure the Senator would not object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the mat-
ter referred to will be printed in the Reconp.

The matter referred to is as follows:

WiLsoN’s LETTER TO HeADS OF RAIL TUNIoxs OX WAGE ISSUE.

President Wilson yesterday sent the following letter to the
chiefs of the railroad labor unions who are negotiating for
wage advances;

“Tre WHITE HOUSE,
“ Washington, 28 February, 1920,

“ GENTLEMEN : Your letter of the 14th instant and the subse-
quent arguments presented on your behalf with reference to the
subject of pending claims for wage increases have had my care-
ful consideration. The passage of the railroad bill by the House
of Representatives on the 21st instant and by the Senate on the
23d instant has made it evident that I could not act upon your
suggestions until it should be determined whether the bill would
become a law or not. It was manifest that if the bill should
become a law the negotiation and consideration of the wage
matter ought to proceed in harmony therewith.

“The bill having now become a law, the way is open for im-
mediate action on the wage matter in accordance with the-terms
of the bill, Section 301 of the bill evidently contemplates that
the carriers and employees should, as suggested by you, select
representatives who will thus constitute a bipartisan board for
the purpose of attempting by conference to agree upon a solu-
tion of this wage problem. In accordance with the assurance
I gave last August and repeated in substance in my letter of the
13th instant, I shall at once request the carriers and the em-
ployees to join in this action. T believe such a step will go far
toward clarifying and maturing the subject for final disposition.
In fact, the sort of board thus contemplated by section 301 ap-
pears to be an appropriate substitute for the commitfee of ex-
perts which I have heretofore suggested, and indeed such a
board will be authorized to go further than such a committee
could have gone.

DIFFERS AS TO LAROR BOARD,

“WWhile it is true that the provisions of section 307 of the rail-
road bill relating to the labor board will probably also come
into operation as to this wage matter, nevertheless the bipartisan
board can make a great deal of progress which will materially
diminish the time to be consumed by the labor board ; and while
the bipartisan board is functioning, the appointment and organi-
zation of the labor board can be expedited.

“I can not share the apprehension of yourselves and your
constituents as to the provisions of the law concerning the labor
board. I believe those provisions are not only appropriate in
the interest of the publie, which, after all, is principally com-
posed of workers and their families, but will be found to be
particularly in the interest of railroad employees as a class,

“The argument that the public representatives on the labor
board will be prejudiced against labor because drawn from
classes of society antagonistic to labor ean and ought to be over-
come by selecting’ such public representatives as can not be
charged with any such prejudices. Nor do I anticipate that the
public representatives will be against wage increases because
they involve rate increases. Not only must publie representa-
tives be selected who ecan be relied upon to do justice, but the
bill itself provides that the labor board shall establish rates and
wages and salaries which in the opinion of the board are * just
and reasonable ' ; and it is further provided that the entire labor
board shall be guided by the very important standards which are
provided in the law, those standards including the wages paid
for similar kinds of work in other industries, the relation be-
tween wages and the cost of living, the hazards of the employ-
ment, the training and skill required, the degree of responsi-
bility, the character and irregularity of the employment, and
the correction of inequalities as the result of previous adjust-
ments. Coupled with the direction to the labor board to take
into consideration these important standards is the highly im-
portant direction to the commission to preseribe rates sufficient
to admit of the payment of the reasonable operating expenses,
including, of course, fair rates of wages,

EXPECTSE NEW WAGE ERA,

* My hopes are that the putting into effect of these provisions
with a carefully selected labor board whose public representa-
tives can be relied upon to be fair to labor and to appreciate
the point of view of labor that it is not longer to be considered
a8 a mere commodity will mark the beginning of a new era of
better understanding between the railroad managements and
their employees, and will furnish additional safeguards to the
just interests of railroad labor.

“1 am sure that every agency which will be involved in the
creation of the labor board and in the conduct of negotiations
fully appreciates that the wage demands are entitled to the

earliest possible consideration and disposition, and therefore I
do not anticipate delay in the appointment and organization of
the labor board or in the other necessary steps. .
“ Sincerely, yours,
“Woobrow WILSON.

“Messrs. B. M. Jewell, W, 8. Stone, Timothy Shea, L. .
Sheppard, W. G. Lee, S. E. Heberling, E. J. Manion, James W.
Kline, William H. Johnston, M. F. Ryan, Louis Weyand, John J.
Hines, James Noonan, James J. Forrester, and D, . Helt.”

WasHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1920.
To the Members of the Congress of the United States.

GENTLEMEN : The organizations whose names are attached re-
spectfully urge the defeat of the conference report for the re-
turn of the railroads to their owners.

These organizations are fairly representative of the mass of
the people of the United States. They represent directly 2,000,000
organized workers,

We believe that we may claim to reflect the wishes, opinions,
and interests of a great majority of the people of the country.
Certainly we have no sinister interest in the railway question.

Speaking in our official capacity, we earnestly urge that Fed-
eral operation of the railroads be continued for at least two
years more, in order that a reasonable test may be made of Fed-
eral operation under normal conditions, so as to ascertain
whether the Government can not operate the railroads more
cheaply, more efficiently, and more satisfactorily to the country
than is possible by private operators interested only in the
making of profits.

The railroad question is exclusively a public gquestion. Rail-
roads should be agencies of service, not profit. America is the
only nation in the world of any importance that even contem-
plates the private operation of its transportation agencies.

We urge the continuation of Federal control for the following
reasons ;

1. The reports of the Director General of Railroads indi-
cate that the railroads are on a paying basis, or are in a fair
way to earn all charges angainst them and possibly accumulate
a surplus.

2. A return of the railroads means an increase in the rates of
from 25 to 50 per cent. This means an addition of freight rates
of at least $1,000,000,000 a year. It may be much more. Accord-
ing to the estimates of the Director General and Interstate Com-
merce Commissioner Woolley, this will involve a cumulative in-
crease in added costs to the public of from three billion to five
billion dollars a year.

3. Such an increase in railway costs will be shifted to the con-
sumer, already strugegling under an unbearable living cost. It
will be shifted to food, to fuel, to building materials, to every-
thing the people use. It can not be otherwise. Much of the
railway rate increases must be borne by the preducing classes,
and especially by the workers and the farmers.

4. The railroad owners and executives are urging the valida-
tion of watered securities of many billions of dollars. This is
one of the main objects desired by the railroads. They desire,
first, a gunaranteed subsidy, and, second,.the underwrifing of 50
years of railway exploitation.

5. We protest against the subsidizing of any industry or the
guaranteeing of a return to stockholders. There is no more
reason for the subsidizing of the railroads than there is for thou-
sands of other corporations that have suffered as a result of the
war. The demand of the railroads can, with perfect propriety, be
urged by street railways, by electric-lighting corporations, by
other corporations, and even by individuals.

The subsidization of any industry is contrary to American
traditions.

6. The Cummins-Esch bill, with its guaranty of earnings, is
an invitation to waste and extravagance. If guaranteed a re-
turn, railway operators will be under no impulsion to keep down
their own salaries, to buy cheaply, or to operate the railroads
efficiently. Waste is inevitable under any kind of a guaranty
of earnings. This is especially true with railway officers and
stockholders, interested as they are in every kind of supply
bought by the railroads.

7. Bankruptey, we believe, is inevitable if the railroads are
returned. For two years traflic has been short-routed. It has
been sent over selected lines. A great part of the mileage of
the country is not earning operating expenses and fixed charges.
Receiverships are inevitable if the railroads are unscrambled
and each one left to shift for itself,

8. Railway bankruptcy in the United States may bring on a
panic. Railway securities and Government bonds are almost
the only solvent securities in America. They form the basis of
a great part of our credit. If they tumble, industry may tumble
with them.
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9. World-wide bankruptey may result from such a collapse.
The credit of the world rests in America. If the financial struc-
ture of America collapses, there may be a world collapse.

10. Return of the railroads to their owners means their re-
turn to Wall Street. It means a return to J. P. Morgan & Co.,
the National City Bank, the First National Bank, and Kubn,
Loeb & Co. For proof of this fact we refer you to the report
of the Pujo investigating committee made to Congress in 1913.

Congress should at least return the railroads to their owners,
rather than to incompetent banking managers. It should return
them to clean hands, not to the men who bankrupt the New
Haven, the Rock Island, the Pere Marquette, the Frisco, the
Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton, and a score of other profitable
corporations.

11. Our foreign trade is dependent upon a highly mobilized
and unified transportation system. Germany, France, and Eng-
land own and operate their railroads and are using them to build
up their foreign trade.

12. An increase in freight rates must be borne largely by the
furmers. The price of farm produce is fixed in the markets
of the world. 1f freight rates are increased, the amount the
farmer receives will be diminished to that extent.

13. Industrial unrest is universal. It is born of the labor
chortage on the one hand and the high cost of living on the
other. The return of the railroads at this time is an invitation
to still further industrial disturbances.

14. The banking groups which control the railroads also con-
trol all of the major trusts. They control anthracite and
bituminous eoal; they control iron and steel; they control all
kinds of food supplies; they control the five packing plants; they
are interlaced with all of the major trusts.

Under these conditions the banking-railway managers will
inevitably use their power to aid the monopolies which they
control. In some way or other they ecan grant preferential
rates. The Standard Oil Co., the Anthracite Coal Trust, the
Packers' Trust, the Steel Trust, the great trusts of America
were built up by discriminating freight rates. Neither the law
nor the Interstate Commerce Commission can prevent such
disceriminations,

No single thing will be a graver menace to the productive re-
sources of ca than to place the railroads in the hands of
men to whose interest it is to strangle competition.

15. Under Federal operation the Southern States of America
have had a square deal. Ports, harbors, terminals, and ship-
ping lines have been stimulated from the Rio Grande fo Balti-
more. Railway executives of the lines leading into New York
have announced that they will resume the preferential treat-
ment of New York. This will kill southern ports, southern
shipping, southern industry.

16. Federal administration has made colossal savings, econo-
mies, efficiencies. It has consolidated- terminals. It has
merged car, motive, and other equipment. It has increased the
car equipment of the country alone by 300,000 cars. A freight
car is at home to-day any place in the United States. This is
equivalent to adding $800,000,000 to the assets of the railroads.
Needless passenger trains have been taken off, many officials
have been released, high salaries have been cut down.

The economies so introduced, as reported by the regional di-
rectors of the railroads, amount to at least $200,000,000 a year.

17. The railroads of the country have destroyed water com-
petition on which the Government has expended hundreds of
millions of dollars. Water competition is cheap. It menaces
railroad earnings. We can never use the Great Lakes, our
rivers, or develop coastal trade so long as the railroads are in
private hands and find it in their interest to smother and de-
stroy water competition by denying it terminal facilities, proper
connections, and other opportunities to live.

18. Director General MeAdoo, as well as Interstate Com-
merce Commissioner Woolley, have urged the electrification of
the railroads or the building of central power stations at the
mines. They have indicated colossal savings from the elimina-
tion of the haulage and consumption of coal. Coal alone costs
the railroads $400,000,000 a year. The railroads will not elec-
trify the lines. It will destroy the best market for coal which
railroad operators themselves own. It will cut into their profits
as coal operators. The United States will only electrify the
lines by Government action.

19. Transportation is the most vital agency in the economie
and industrial life of a nation. It vitally affects every man,
woman, and child in the country. It determines the amount of
wealth produced. It decldes for us what section of the country
shall grow and what section shall not. It determines the pros-
perity or failure of industry. It controls the life of the farmer.
It affects 2,000,000 employees. It is far and away the most
important industry in the country. On it every other industry
and every other worker depend.

to stockholders or the wages of employees.

20. Before the railroads are returned we believe a thorough
study should be made of the transportation needs and possi-
bilities of the country. It should be such an inqairy as was
made of banking and credit prior to the passage of the Federal
reserve banking act. It should be broad enough to include the
economies and efficiencies from the merger of rail and water
transportation, from unification of terminals, of shops, of roll-
ing stock, and motive power. A study should be made of water
transportation and electrification. A similar inquiry should be
made as to decentralization of administration.

A matter of most vifal interest is the enlisting of the employees
so that they will work harmoniously, willingly, and efficiently. It
is a colossal waste to exclude from railway operation the contri-
butions of 2,000,000 men with lifelong experience in the railway
industry.

The development of southern and Pacific ports should be
frtug-ied 80 as to promote South American, Asiatic, and foreign

ade.

The railroad question is an Industrial question. It is a social
question. It is far more than a question involving the dividends
It is a question that
involves every industrial activity of the country. .

- Believing that the return of the railroads under the terms pro-
posed in thé pending bills neglects all these questions and makes
their solution impossible; believing, further, that the provisions
for a subsidy and for the utilization of public funds by private
individuals is a betrayal of the public interest and is subversive
of the traditions of the country ; believing that the pending bills
are an invitation to waste; believing that the worker and the
farmer will be made to pay tribute to financial exploitation and
that the people will be called upon to bear an unnecessary load,
measured by billions of dollars, that will be saved by Government
control ; believing that the return of the railroads at this time is
as calamitous a proposal as could be conceived—believing in all
these things, we feel justified in protesting with all the emphasis
at our command against the passage of the pending railroad bill,

We beg to remain,

Very respectfully, yours,

W. 8. Stone, grand chief engineer Brotherhood of
Locomotive Engineers; Timothy Shea, acting
president Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen
and Enginemen ; L. E. Sheppard, president Order
of Railway Conductors; Wm. H. Johnston, inter-
national president International Association of
Machinists; J. J. Hynes, international president
Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers' International
Alliance; Martin F. Ryan, general president
Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of America ; E. I,
Manion, president Order of Railroad Telegra-
phers; A. E. Barker, grand president United
Brotherhoods of Maintenance of Way Employees:
and Railway Shop Laborers; B. M. Jewell, acting
president Railroad Employees' Department,
American Federation of Labor; J. W. Kline, gen-
eral president International Brotherhood of
Blacksmiths, Drop Forgers, and Helpers; Lewis
Weyand, acting international president Interna-
tional Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron Ship-
builders and Helpers of America; James P.
Noonan, international president International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers; 8. E. Heber-
ling, president Switchmen’'s Union of North
America; James J. Forrester, grand president
Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks,
Freight Handlers, Express and Station Em-
ployees; D. W. Helt, president Brotherhood of
Railway Signalmen of America.

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 11 o’clock and 33 minutes
a. m.). Morning business is closed.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of House bill 12467, known as the Military Academy
appropriation bill.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12467) making ap-
propriations for the support of the Military Academy for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes, which
had been reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with
amendments.

The Assistant Secretary proceeded to read the bill

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was,
at the top of page 2, to strike out the subhead “ Permanent estab-
lishment ” and insert the heading “ Permanent establishment.”

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 2, line 5, after the word
“gword,” to strike out “ $3,000" and insert *£3,500, and the
present incumbent shall have the relative rank and allowances
of a lieutenant colonel during his incumbency,” so as to make
the clause read:

For pay of master of sword, $3,500, and the present incumbent shall
have the relative rank and allowances of a lientenant colonel during his
incumbency,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. ©On page 2, line 5, before the word
“sword,” I move to insert the article “ the,” =0 as to read “ For
pay of master of the sword,” which is the correct title.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was,
on page 2, line 9, before the word “ pay,” to strike out “Provided,
That the” and insert “The,” and in line 13, after the word
“Army,” to insert “Provided, That the sum of $250 shall be
credited to each cadet now at the academy and to each cadef
discharged since January 1, 1919, to the extent of paying any
balance due by any such cadet to the academy on account of such
initial clothing and equipment issued to him,” so as to make the
clause read:

The pay of cadets for the fiscal {'eu ending June 30, 1921, ghall be
on

fixeq at $780 per annum and one ra’ r day or commutation thereof
at the rate of $1.08 per ration, to be paid from the appropriation for the
subsistence of the Army: Provided, That the sum of $250 shall be

ted to each cadet now at the academy and to each cadet discharged
since January 1, 1919, to the extent of paxl.nﬁ any balance due by any
such cadet to the academy on account of such initial clothing and equip-
ment issued to him.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 18, to insert as
a subhead the following:

Officers on detached service at the academy.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the vote
by which the amendment commencing in line 13 was agreed to
be reconsidered in order that I may make a small correction.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the vote by which the amendment was
agreed to is reconsidered.

Mr. WADSWORTH. In line 17 I move that the word “ such,”
before the word “ initial,” be eliminated.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, before the question is put
to a vote, may I ask is the $250 provided for in the amendment
of the committee in addition to the allowances which have here-
tofore been made to the cadets? ;

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. In reply to the question of the
Senator from Ohio, I wish to state that at the present time the
pay of a cadet is $780 a year. On his entrance to the academy
he is compelled to purchase articles which he needs during his
term amounting to $416, and he is compelled to advance in cash
$160 to the academy. At the present estimated prices these
articles cost $416. The pay of $780 is absolutely absorbed dur-
ing the year, and at the end of the four years the cadet goes out
of the academy $250 in debt for necessary articles purchased dur-
ing his term, including initial equipment.

Mr. POMERENE. I did not ask the question because I was
objecting to the amendment. The subject has been called to
my attention heretofore, and I was interested in knowing that
the committee have provided additional pay or compensation. I
wanted that made perfectly clear. I think the committee is to be
commended for making this recommendation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York to
the amendment reported by the committee,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs
wag, on page 2, line 21, after the words “ Military Academy,” to
insert “ as follows,” so as to make the clause read:

For extra pay of officers of the Army on detached service at the Mill-
tary Academy, as follows:

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 22, to strike ont:

For pay of one commandant of cadets (colonel) in addition to his
regular pay, $1,000. '

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 3, fo insert:

For Im of one commandant of cadets, in addition to his regular Army
pay, $1, or sa much as may be necessary to enable him to
receive the pay and allowances of a leutenant colonel.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 5, after the word
“ gunnery,” to strike out *(lieutenant colonel)”; in line 6,
after the words “in addition,” to insert “ his regular”; and
in the same line, after the word * pay,” to strike out “as
major,” so as to make the clause read:

For pay of one professor of ordnance and sclence of gunnery in
addition to his regular pay, $£500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 8, after the words
“of law,” to strike out “(lieutenant colonel) ”; in line 9, after
the words “ addition to,” to insert * his regular”; and in the
same line, after the word *“ pay,” to strike out “as major,” so
as to make the clause read:

For pay of one professor of law in addition to his regular pay, $500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 10, after the word
“engineering,” to strike out “(lieutenant colonel)”; in line 11,
after the words “ addition to,” to insert *his regular”; and
in the same line, after the word “ pay,” to strike out “as
major,” so as to make the clause read:

For pay of one professor of practical military engineering in addi-
tion to his regular pay, $500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 14, to insert:

For pay of three baltalion commandérs in addition to as ca
tain, sf,a%o. Loz 5

The amendment was agreed. to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 15, to strike
out:

For pay of the Military Academy band, ficld musiclans, service,
Cavalry, Artillery, and Engineer detachments, and enlisted men on
detached service, and extra pay for enlisted men on special duty,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I may say, in explana-.
tion of a large number of these amendments, that they are
purely corrections of form in printing the bill. There are no
further amendments of importance for some time, and the
Secretary will rapidly recognize that these are merely correc-.
tions in the method of printing the captions.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs
was, on page 4, after line 19, to insert as a subhead the follow-
ing: L

“ Military Academy band.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 21, before the word
“ Military,” to insert *“the,” and in the same line, after the
word *‘ band,” to insert * as follows,” s0 as to make the clause
read :

For pay of the Military Academy band, as follows:

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 5, to insert as a
subhead the following:

Field musicians.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 7, after the word
* musicians,” to insert * as follows,” so as to make the clause
read:

For pay of field musicians, as follows.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 13, to strike
out:

For pay of Berviee detachment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 14, to insert
a subhead the following: Taber

Service detachment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 15, to insert :

For pay of Service detachment, as follows.

_ The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 2, before the word
“ detachment,” to strike out “ service ” and insert “ Service,” so
as to make the clause read:

Extm‘gar of the enlisted men in the Service detachment, on extra
duty at West Point, $37,536.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 3, to insert as
a subhead the following:

Cavalry detachment.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 6, line 5, after the word
# qetachment,” to insert ©*as follows,” so as to make the clause
reqad: ;

For pay of Cavalry detachment, as follows.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 1, to insert as a sub-
head the following:

Artillery detachment, .

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 2, after the word “ de-
tachment,” to insert “ as follows,” so as to make the clause read:

For pay of Artillery detachment, as follows.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 1, to insert as a sub-
head the following:

Engineer detachment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 2, after the word
% detachment,” to insert “ as follows,” so as to make the clause
read:

For pay of Engineer detachment, as follows.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 16, to ingert
as a subhead the following:

Signal Corps detachment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, after the words
“ Signal Corps,” to insert “as follows,” so as to make the clause
read :

For pay of detachment of Signal Corps, as follows :

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 3, to insert as
a subhead the following:

Coast Artillery detachment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 5, after the word
# detachment,” to insert * as follows,” so us to make the clause
read:

For pay of Coast Artiliery detachment, as follows :

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 1, to insert as a
subhead the following:

Extra pay for enlisted men.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, to strike out
“ Extra pay of enlisted men” and insert * For extra pay of en-
listed men, as follows,” so as to make the clause read:

For extra pay of enlisted men, as follows :

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 4, to strike
out: Y

For pay of one regimental sergeant major, Infantry, $660,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 6, to strike
out:

Provided, That the enlisted man in the headquarters, United States
Corps of Cadets, performing that duty has the rank, pay, and allowances
of that grade.

The amendment was agreed to. ;s

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, to insert:

$ of 1 regimental sergeant major, Infantry, $660 : Provided
Thﬂ?rl aey e‘;ﬂl.:?:d lgll!l'l in the headquarters, Unlte? tates Co o
Cadets, performing that duty has the rank, pay, and allowances of that
grade.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 23, to strike
out :

Pay of civilians:

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 1, to insert as a
subhead the following:

P'ay of civilians.

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 1, to insert:

For pay of civilians, as follows :

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 8, to strike

out:
For of iwo expert assistant civilian instructors in military gym-
nastics?at.'nclnz. boxing, wrestling, and swimming, $4,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 11, to strike
out:

Provided, That these civilian instructors employed in the department,
of modern languages and the department of tactics shall be entitled to
{Jubllc gquarters and to the same allowances with respect to fuel and
ight as those of a first licutenant when occupying public quarters.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 16, to insert:

For pa{ of two expert assistant civilian instructors in military gym-
nastics, fencing, boxing, wrestling, and swimming, $4,000: Provgcd.
That these civilian instructors employed in the department of modern ,
languages and the department of tactics shall be entitled to public quar-

ters and to the same allowances with respect to fuel and light as those of
a first lHeutenant when occupying public quarters,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 23, after the words
“ Military Academy,” to strike out * under the act of Congress "
and insert “ authorized by the Military Academy appropriation
act for 1914 " and on page 18, line 1, after * 1913,” to insert
“(Thirty-seventh Statutes at Large, page 860),” so as to make
the clause read:

For pay of one stenographer, typewriter, and clerk in the medical
department and department of military hygiene, to be appointed by the
Superintendent of the United States Miiitary Academy authorized by
the Military Academy appropriation act for 1914, approved March 4,
1913 (Thirty-seventh Statutes at Large, page 860), $840.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 9, after the words
“ accounted for by,” to strike out * officers of the Quartermaster
Clorps ™" and insert “the disbursing officer of the United States
Military "Academy,” so as to make the clause read:

All the money hereinbefore appropriated for pay of the Military
Academy shall be disbursed and accounted for by the disbursing officer
of the United States Military Academy as pay of the Military Academy,
and for that purpose shall constitute one fund.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subliead “ current and
ordinary expenses,” on page 18, line 16, before the word “ super-
intendent,” to strike out * Contingencies for " and insert * For
contingencies for the,” so as to make the clause read:

For contingencies for the superintendent of the academy, $3,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 18, before the
words “and improvements,” to strike out * Repairs” and in-
sert * [or repairs,” so as to make the clause read:

For repairs and improvements, namely : Timber, plank, boards, joists,
wall strips, laths, shingles, slate, tin, sheet lead, zine, serews, nails,
locks, hinges, glass, paints, turpentine, oils, ete., $55,000.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 23, after “ §70,000,”
to insert “ of which $5,000 shall be immediately available,” so as
to make the clause read:

For fuel and apparatus, namely : Coal, wood, ete., $70,000, of which
$5,000 shall be immediately available.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 19, to strike
out:

Provided, That $5,000 of this appropriation be, and the same is
hereby, made immediately available.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 12, before the
words “ and binding,” to strike out * Printing " and insert “ For
printing,” so as to make the clause read:

For printing and binding, etc., $3,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 21, before the
word “ maintenance,” to insert “the,” so as to make the clause
read :

For the maintenance of one automobile, $300.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 23, before the word
% purchase,” to insert * the,” so as to make the clause read:

For the purchase of carbons and for repairs and maintenance of
searchlight, ete., $250.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 1, before the word
« purchase,” to insert * the,” so as to make the clause read :

For the purchase of stationery and office supplies for the office of
senior instructor of Coast Artillery tactles, $70.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 16, before the
word * purchase,” to insert “the,” so as to make the clause
read :

For the purchase of tools, machines, etc, Artillery gun shed, $2,500.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 21, line 21, before the
word “purchase,” to insert “the,” so as to make the clause
read : ;

For the purchase of machines, tools, ete., for practical imstruction of
cadets in wood and metal working, $500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 5, to strike
out:

Miscellaneous items and incidental expenses.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 6, to insert
as a subhead the following:

Miscellaneous items and incldental expenses.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, after “ $8,000,”
to insert *of which $1,000 shall be immediately available,” so
as to make the clause read:

For water pipe, pflumbing, and repalrs, $8,000, of which $1,000 shall
be immediately available,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 15, to strike
out: :

Provided, That $1,000 of this appropriation be, and the same Is hereby,
made immediately available.

The amendment was agreed to. >

The next amendment was, at the top of page 23, to strike out:

For contingent funds, to be expended under the direction of the
academic board : For instruments, books, irs to apparatus, and other
incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, 3603

" The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 4, to strike
out:

Provided, That all technical and scientifie su){glies for the departments
of instruction of the Military Academy shall purchased by contract
or otherwllse. as the Secretary of War may deem best.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 8, to insert:

For contingent funds, to be expended under the direction of the
academic board : For instruments, boolﬁ dr:(‘)alts to apparatus, and other
incidental expenses not otherwise prov for, $500: Provided, That
all technical and scientific lies for the departments of instruction of
the Military Academy shall purchased by contract or otherwise, as
the Secretary of War may deem best,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, before the
words “ of instruments,” to strike out * Purchase” and insert
“ For the purchase”; and, in the same line, before the word
“pand.” to insert “ the,” so as to make the clause read:

F%l;) the purchase of instruments for the band and repairs to same,
$1,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, before the word
“ machinery,” to insert “the purchase of,” so as to make the
clause read:
i G et DINRE. Sat T Ths Taktalixtn of aamic B
be expended without advertising, $12,000. ; 2

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 22, before the
words “ and improvements,” to strike out * Repairs ™ and Insert
“ For repairs,” so as to make the clause read:

For repairs and improvements to the laundry machinery, etc., which
may 013% expended without advertising, and to be immediately available,
‘ )

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 1, before the
words “ and purchase,” to strike out * Repair ™ and insert “ For
the repair,” so as to make the clause read:

i a hase of cooki tensils, :
ekt R R S8 e Sy S

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 13, before the
word “purchase,” to insert *the,” so as to make the clause
read: '

For the purchase and repair of fire-extinguishing apparatus, $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Buildings and
grounds,” on page 26, line 1, before the word “ cadet,” to insert
“the,” and in the same line, after the word * building,” to
insert “ to be immediately available,” so as to make the clause
read: i

S%rs repairs to the cadet mess building, te be immediately available,

The amendinent svas agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 2, to strike
out: s : i F

Provided, That the appropriation be, and the same is hereby, made
immediately available. \

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 15, before the.
word “ repair,” to insert “ the,” so as to make the clause read:

For the repair and upk of rt f th first class,
sl g at he GadeE Bt Foo " (M STEC, st class

The amendment was agreed to.

'fhe next amendment was, on page 26, after line 18, to strike:
out: .
Repairs to cadet barracks, $135,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

'g‘he next amendment was, on page 26, after line 19, to strike
out:

Provided, Tha
BB i a“fhtbl}.l:; appropriation be, and the same is hereby, made

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 21, to insert:
ng%orepn!u to the eadet barracks, to be Immediately avaliable,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 6, after the word
“ advertising,” to insert “to be immediately available,” so as
to make the clause read: -

For repairs of bollers, d motors, ete., cade
be expended without advertising, te be tely a:ailah!e.t m.“

The amendment was agreed to.

'tI‘he next amendment was, on page 27, after line 6, to strike
out:

Provided, t a = 5
PR e 3 mlaﬁ ppropriation be, and the same is hereby, made

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 1, after the words,
“ officers’ quarters,” to strike out * appropriated for by act of
Congress No. 179 (65th Cong.)” and insert * authorized in the
Military Academy appropriation act for 1919,” and, in line 4,
after * 1918,” to insert * to be immediately available,” so as to
make the clause read :
thFohrI Jfgpleinndot eight sets ﬂ;ntgﬂed oﬂfcﬂ‘{m uarters :mthgri:ed in

e cade appro i z
1918, to her’tmmediamtéy x?vaﬂnbp 2 le, s&'oi;%to. ve SEREOTaS e 2]

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line T, after the word
“ quarters,” to strike out “ appropriated for by aet of Congress
No. 179 (65th Cong.)™ and insert * authorized in the Military
Academy appropriation act for 1919,” and, in line 9, after * 1918,"
to insert “to be immediately available,” so as to make the
clause read:
thFomlptjo;ﬂgﬂ 20 :ets nfﬂt::.éhelonr glﬁteersjthmrtem agdthgrlaed in

pprop on L y
1933. to be’;mmedhtesiy available, §20,000. 5 U e 25

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 11, before the word
“old,” to insert *“the”; in line 13, before the word “ new,” to
insert “ the,” and in line 14, after the word “ expenses,” to insert
“ to be immediately available,” 50 as to make the clause read:

For remodeling the old cadet hospital, extension steam tunnels, water,
sewer, and electric systems, excavation, grading, roads, quarrying stone
for the new cadet ho?ital. and miscellaneons expenses, to be Immedi-
ately available, $75,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 16, before the words
“The Secretary,” to insert “(a),” so as to make the clause read:

(a) The Becretary of War is hereby directed to turn over to the
United States Military Academy without expense all such surplus mate-
rial as may be av le and necessary for the construction of tempo-
rary buildings ; also, surplus tools and matériel for use In the instru
of cadets at the academy.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 24, before the word
“ amount,” to strike out “ Provided, That the ” and insert “(b)
The,” and in line 26, after the words “ appropriated in,” to strike
out “An act making appropriations for the support of the Mili-
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for
other purposes,” and insert *the Military Academy appropria-
tion act for 1920,” so as to make the clause read:

The amount, $10,000, for enlarging elevator shaft and instaling eleva-
tor from basement to second floor (eadet hospital) ; appropriated in
the Military Academy appropriation act for 1920, approved March 4,
1919, shall remain aval e until expended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 5, before the words
4 the purpose,” to strike out * Provided, That for " and inserg




" required by law, may be a

. 8hip of sald hotel may be accepted by the Secretar;
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“{e) For”; and, in line 11, before the word * purpose,” to
strike out “ the ™ and insert * that,” so as to make the clause
read: ;

(¢) For the purgose of accounting only, all funds hereinbefore ap-
propriated under the titles “ Current and ordlnal?' expenses,” ** Mis-
cellaneous items and incidental expenses,” and * Buildings and grounds,”
shall be disbursed and accounted for by the disbursing officer, United
States Milita Academy, as * Maintenance, United States Military
Academy,” and for that purpose shall constitute one fund.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 13, before the
word “ course,” to strike out “ Provided, That the" and in-
sert “(d) The”; in line 14, after the word “ Provided,” to
strike out * further”; in line 17, before the word “during,”
to strike out “class™ and insert “ cadet”; in line 19, after the
word *such,” to strike out “class” and insert * cadet”; and,
in the same line, after the word “academy,” to insert * Pro-
vided further, That any cadet entitled to graduate in 1920 may,
at his option, exercised before June 11, 1920, continue his
course for one year, and that any cadet of the class of 1920
who may have been found deficient in his studies shall also
have the right to reenter and continue his course for a like
period of one year,” so as to make the clause read:

(d) The course at the United States Military Academy shall be four
years : Provided, That any person heretofore nominated in accordance
with regulations for appointment to fill a vacancy which would have
resulted from the graduation of a cadet during the présent year, may
be so appointed notwithstanding the retention of such cadet at the
academy : Provided {urlher, That any eadet entitled to graduate in
1920 may, at his option, exercised before June 11, 1920, continue his
course for one year, and that any cadet of the class of 15.}20. who may
have been found defictent in his studies shall also have the right to
reenter and continue his course for a like period of ome year,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. On page 29, line 13, after the word
“ course,” I move to insert the words * of instruction.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The ASsISTANT SECRETARY. After the word “ course,” in the
House text, on page 29, line 13, it is proposed to insert the
words *“of instruction,” so that, if amended, it will read:

The course of instruction at the United States Military Academy, ete,

The amendment was agreed fto.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs
was, on page 29, line 25, before *“1318,” to strike out “ Pro-
vided further, That section ™ and insert “(e) Section,” so as to
make the clause read:

(e) Sectlon 1318, Revised Statutes, be, and the same is hereby,
amended to read as follows: “Aprointees shall be admitted to the
academy only between the a of 17 and 22 years, except in the
following case: That during the calendar years 1919, 1020, and 1921
any appointee who has served honorably and falthtnil: not less than
one year in the armed forces of the Unlted States or allied armies in
the late war with Germany, and who possesses the other qualifications
itted between the ages of 17 and 24 years:
Provided, That whenever any member of the graduating class shall
fail to complete the course with his class by reason of sickness, or
deficiency in his studies, or other cause, such failure shall not operate
to delay the admission of his o

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 12, to insert:

(f) The Secretary of War is hereby anthorized to allow any corpora-
tion, company, or individual to erect on the United States Milm{;‘-
Academy reservation at West Polnt, N. Y., a hotel, in accordance wi
%lnns and specifieations to be approved by the Superintendent of the

nited States Military Academy, and to enjoy the revenue therefrom
for a period of 50 years:; after which time sald hotel shall become
the property of the United States: Provided, That the title and owner-
of War on the be-
half of the United States at any time. That sald hotel shall be con-
dueted under such regulations as may be l?mmulxated by the Super-
intendent of the United States Military Academy under the direction of
the Secretary of War.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. At the end of line 17 I move to in-
sert a hyphen. It is merely a guestion of punctuation.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KNOX. Mr, President, I should like to make an inquiry
of the Senator in charge of the bill with respect to this amend-
ment. I can understand the amendment thoroughly down to a
ceriain point. It is an amendment which authorizes the Secre-
tary of War to allow any corporation, company, or individual to
build a hotel at West Point, and, after enjoying the revenue
from it for 50 years, to turn it over to the United States; but I
do not understand the proviso. The proviso says:

That the title and ownecrship of said hotel mar be accepted by the
Secretary of War on the behalf of the United States at any time.

I do not know whether that means that the Secretary can buy
it at any time, or that he can accept it as a gift at any time, or
what it does mean.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr,
Lexroor] conducted the hearing when this matter was under
consideration. Perhaps he can answer the question.

from the United

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from
Pennsylvania, I will say that this is a provision of existing law.
That proviso is in the law now.

Mr. KNOX. Can the Senator tell me what it means?

Mr. LENROOT. I do not know that I can, except that if the
owner of the hotel should be so foolish as to convey it to the
United States Government without cost, the Secretary of War
is authorized to aceept it.

Mr. KNOX. That, of course, would not be an objection to it;
buﬁ It ?an not imagine anybody being so foolish as to give away
a hotel.

Mr. LENROOT. T can not, either; but the objection to the
existing law was that under existing law the Secretary of War-
is given the right to control the rates and charges of the hotel,
and it was represented to the committee that because of that
provision they could get no offers whatever for the construction
of a hotel; so in this amendment the committee merely elimi-
ﬁnﬁ from existing law the right to regulate the charges of the

ey 3

Mr. KNOX. And the committee left the provision of the ex-
isting law that the Secretary could graciously accept the dona-
tion of a hotel at any time?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

_The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 25, to insert :

(g) The Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, in his diseretion,
authorized to select and permit one Panaman student, without expense
to the United States, to receive instruction at the United States Mili-
tary Academy at West Point, and such student, while undergoing in-
struction as berein authorized, shall be accorded the same privileges as
are authorized b lhtw for cadets at the Military Academy appointed
ates,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 6, to insert:

(h) Hereafter, whenever all vacancies at the Military Academy shall
not have been filled as the result of the regular suu:ma:?r entrance exam-
ination, the remaining vacancies shall be filled by admission from the
whole list of alternates selected in their order ofy merit established at
such entrance examinations : , That in filling vacancies to the
credit of a State the list of alternates nominated from that State ghall
first be exhausted before selections are made from any other State to
fill such vacancles. The admissions thus made, except as herein other-
wise provided, shall be credited to the United States at large and shall
not interfere with or affect in any manner whatsoever any appointment
anthorized by existing law; and whenever by the operation of this or
any other law the Corps of Cadets exceeds the authorized maximum
fh\;gm &ssmrlgeds by lﬂr. t:: &dmlssinn ic‘nif alternates I;I.: prescribed
n ase un Bu me
its authorized strength. efiapbdotae s

Mr. WADSWORTH. As a perfecting amendment to the com-
mittee amendment, I move to strike out of line 22 the word
“to™ before “its"” and to insert the word “ below,” so that it
will read * until such time as said corps may be reduced below
its authorized strength.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If there are no further committee amend-
ments, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. After
it is read I desire to make a brief statement with reference to it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. Add at the end of the bill the
following :

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and,
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Edward W.
Whitaker, late licutenant colonel First giment necticut Volunteer
Cavalry, and brevet brigdadier general, United States Volunteers, a lien-
tenant colonel of Cavalry in the Army of the United States; and when
8o appointed he shall be placed upon the retired list of the Army, un-
limited, with the m{ and emoluments of a retired officer of that grade,
the retired list g thereby increased in number to that extent:
Provided, That on receiving the said retired pay under this act he shall
relinquish all his right and claim to pension from the United States
thereafter, and any payment made to him covering a period subsequent
to the date of his commission as a retired officer shall be deducted from
the amount due him on the first payment under this act: Provided

further, That no back pay, nllowannes‘, or other emoluments, except his
{my as a retired lieutenant colonel of Cavalry, shall accrue as a result of

he passage of this act.

Mr, BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, a bill for this purpose has
been passed several times by the Senate at different sessions,
and it was passed September 22, 1919, according to the indorse-
ment of the Secretary of the Senate on the bill which the Secre-
tary has just read as an amendment. I should like to have it
placed as an amendment upon this bill, so that it may stand a
better chance of receiving consideration in the House, where, as
we know, the legislative machinery is so blocked that it is very
difficult to get a bill up from the calendar.

The record of this gentleman, who is now 77 years old, and who
was a Union soldier at the age of 19, 1s most distingunished and
is to be found in the ConcrEssioNAL Recorp of April 24, 1916,
printed upon pages 6709 and following of the Recorp. I ask that
it and the report of the then chairman of the Committee on Mili-
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tary Affairs [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] upon a similar bill, being Re-

port No. 281 of the Sixty-fifth Congress, second session also the

report of the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] upon Senate
bill 861, being Report No. 150 of the Sixty-sixth Congress, first
session ; the report of former Senator Catron, being Report No.

308, bnxty-faurth Congress, first session; and also the findings

of fact and conclusion of the Court of Glaims in the case may be

printed in the Recorp as explanatory of the provisions of the
amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Casg oF EpWARD W. WHITAKER, LATE CORPORAL, CoMPANY A, FIRST
REGIMENT CONNECTICUT INFANTRY YVOLUNTEERS; FIRST LIEUTENANT
CoMPANY C, AND CAPTAIN CoMPANY D, SBEcoSD NEW YORK CAVALRY
VOLUNTEERS ; CAPTAIN COMPANY E AND LIEUTENAXT COLONEL FIRST
CONKECTICUT CAVALRY VOLUNTEERS; AND BREVET BRIGADIER GEN-
ERAL, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS.

“ Reports in the case of this officer have been furnished to
Congress by this department on dates and in connection with
'measures as follows: June 29, 1906, to the chairman Committee
on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, in connection
with House bill No. 20388, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session,
proposing to appoint Gen. Whitaker as captain, United States
Army, and place him on the retired list; January 27, 1908, to
the chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United States
Senate, in connection with Senate bill No. 4193, Sixtieth Con-
gress, first session, of the same import as the measure referred
to, and in connection with this measure supplementary data
.were furnished on February 12, 1908, to the same committee;
January 16, 1911, to the chairman Commitiee on Military
Affairs, House of Representatives, in connection with House
‘bill No. 6608, Sixty-first Congress, first session, of the same
import, with the recommendation by this department that the
bill do not receive favorable consideration; February 26, 1912,
to the chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Repre-
sentatives, in connection with House bill No. 18540, Sixty-
second Congress, second session, proposing to appoint him as
lieutenant colonel of Cavalry, United States Army, and place
him on the retired list; May 13, 1912, to the chairman Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, United States Senate, in connection
with Senate bill No. 6274, Sixty-second Congress, second session,
of the same import ; and February 6, 1913, to Hon. J. L, Bristow,
for use in connection with Senate resolution No. 348, Sixty-
second Congress, second session, proposing to authorize and
direct the Secretary of War to furnish the Senate with a full
and detailed statement of his military history, with the recom-
mendation by this department that the resolution be not
adopted.

“Although the reports referred to hereinbefore set forth the
information ordinarily furnished in connection with proposed
legislation of this character, yet Gen. Whitaker has been dis-
satisfied with those reports, because they do not furnish all the
details of his military gervice, and he has repeatedly importuned
this department to supply Congress with a full and detailed
statement of his military career. The Secretary of War has
finally directed that a full report be furnished in the case,
setting forth every record found regarding the military services
of the officer. Such a report, based upon the official records in
the War Department, is set forth hereinafter, and this report
includes every item that has been found in those records relative
to the military services of this officer.

. - “Edward W. Whitaker was enrolled April 19, 1861, at Hart-

Hford, Conn., and was mustered into the military service of the

United States April 22, 1861, as a corporal of Company A, First

‘Connecticut Infantry Volunteers, to serve three months, his age

at the time being stated on the records as 20 years. It appears

‘that he served faithfully as a member of the organization until

jJuly 31, 1861, when he was mustered out and honorably dis-

icharged from service with the company, at New Haven Conn.,
as a corporal.

*The said Whitaker was again enrolled August 21, 1861, at
‘Hartford, Conn., and was mustered into service August 29, 1861,
at Camp Lyon, N.Y. asa sergeant of Capt. Thornett's company,
'Harris's Light Ca\"alry which was also known as Company D,
|Second New York Cavalry Volunteers, to serve three years, It
appears that he was present for duty with the company as a
‘sergeant until January 10, 1862, when he was promoted to be
quartermaster sergeant thereof in a regimental order bearing
'that date. He was accounted for on the rolls of the company as
quartermaster sergeant thereafter until August 14, 1862, when,
-upon the recommendation of the captain in command of the com-
‘pany, he was promoted to be first (or orderly) sergeant thereof,
He performed duty as such until September 24, 1862, when he
was detailed as sergeant major of the regiment, and while so

Without objection, it is so

serving an order was issued from the headquarters of the organ-

ization, on November 16, 1862, in which it was announced that |
he was thereby appointed regimental sergeant major, to date |
from September 24, 1862. By reason of this appointment, he
was transferred from Company D to the noncommissioned staff |
of the regiment, and it appears that he served therewith from
September 24 to November 16, 1862, to take effect from which |
last-named date he was mustered out as regimental sergeant |
major, near Belle Plain, Va., to enable him to accept promotion. |

“On January 10, 1863, the commanding officer of the Second .
New York Cavalry Volunteers addressed a communication to the ,
adjutant general of the State of New York, forwarding for the
consideration of the governor of that State a recommendation '
that Whitaker be promoted to be second lieutenant, vice another |
officer who was promoted to a higher grade November 16, 1862. |
The recommendation made by the regimental commander was
favorably considered, and on January 22, 1863, a commission
was issued by the governor, in which it was recited that Whit- .
aker was thereby appointed to be a second lieutenant in the .
Second New York Cavalry Volunteers, to rank as such from|
November 16, 1862.

“ O February 10, 1863, Whitaker received a leave of absence |
and it appears that he re111aine(l absent from the regiment there-
after until on or about February 27, 1863, when he was mus-
tered into service as second lieutenant of Company C, same
regiment, entries appearing upon the muster-in roll purporting
to show that the muster in was to date from November 16, 1862.
He was accounted for as present for duty with Company C on.
February 28, 1863 ; as officer of the guard March 2, 1863, and as
officer of the day March 18, 1863 Shortly thereatter he was de- |
tailed as acting adjutant of the regiment and slgned orders as |
such from March 26 to April 12, 1863.

“On April 9, 1863, the commanding officer of the regiment ad- .
dressed a communicntion to the adjutant general of the State
of New York in which he recommended that Whitaker be pro-|
moted to be first lieutenant of Company C, Second New York |
Cavalry, vice another officer promoted to a higher grade on
March 16, 1863. The recommendation was considered favorably
and he was duly appointed by the governor of New York as of
that grade, to rank as such from March 16, 1863. He was not
formally mustered into service as first lieutenant until Septem-
ber 10, 1863, when he was so mustered in to date from June 11,
1863. 1t appears, however, that he actually performed the
duties of a first lieutenant from March 16, 1863, and upon appli-
cation for recognition as first lientenant from that date, under
the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1884, and
the acts amendatory thereof, he was and is recognized by the
War Department as having been in the military service of the
United States as first lieutenant from March 17, 1863, the
earliest date on which a vacancy existed for him as first lieu-
tenant in the organization mentioned.

“1t appears from the records that the officer was performing
the duties of first lientenant with Company C, or was acting
as adjutant of the regiment, thereafter until on or about June
13, 1863, when he was detailed as aid-de-camp on the staff of
Brig. Gen. J. Kilpatrick, who was then in command of the
Second Brigade, Second Division, Cavalry Corps. While so
serving he made application, in a letter dated at Aldie, Va.,
June 18, 1863, for permission to take home to Clonnecticut the
bodies of his brother and one other officer, killed in an engage-.
ment on the preceding day. The application was approved and
forwarded through military channels, but nothing has been'
found of record to show specifically whether the leave asked
for was granted,

“ The officer was accounted for on the company records dated
June 30, 1863, and for the month of July, 1863, as absent, aid-de-
camp to Gen. Kilpatrick. On July 30, 1863, he was admitted to
the Seminary General Hospital at Georgetown, D. C., suffering
with intermittent fever, and the records of the hospit.nl indicate
that he remained in thut institution and was under treatment
continuously thereafter, for the disease mentioned, until August
31, 1863, when he was pronounced fit for duty and ordered to
rejoin the command to which he belonged.

“In a report dated August 10, 1863, relative to the part taken
by the Third Division in the Maryland and Pennsylvania cam-
paign (the full text of which report is printed in the Official
Records of the Union and Confederate Armies, Series I, Vol
XXVII, pp. 991-996), Gen. Kilpatrick, then in command of the
division, mentioned Whitaker, in referring to an engagement
of July 6, 1863, near Williamsport, Md., as follows:

“¢s *= % T can not pass over this engagement without men-
tioning a few among the many individual cases of gallantry
that came under my own observation; * * * The officers of
my regular staff, * * * Lieut., Whitaker * * * all did!|
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their duty in this engagement, as they have in all others, like
brave and gallant gentlemen.'

“ On August 16, 1863, an order was issued, a pertinent extract
of which is as follows : !

“ [General Order No. T.]

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD Division, Cavarey Cores,
“ Hartwood Church, Va., August 16, 1863.

“The following-named officers are hereby announced as the
staff of the brigadier general commanding division. They will
be obeyed and respected accordingly: * #* #* Lieut. E. W.
Whitaker, Second New York Cavalry, aid-de-camp * * *,

“ By command of Brig. Gen. J. Kilpatrick,

“L. G. EstEs, 4. A. A. G.

“ On records of the Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army of
the Potomae, for the months of August and September, 1863,
Whitaker was accounted for as an aid-de-camp on the staff
of the officer in command of the division, Gen. Kilpatrick.

“In a report dated October 26, 1863, printed in the Official
Records of the Union and Confederate Armies, Series I, Volume
XXIX, Part I, Brig. Gen. Henry Prince mentioned Whitaker
three different times as the representative of Gen. Kilpatrick,
and again in a report printed on pages 328-329 of the same
volume he was referred to as having furnished information to
the commanding officer of the One hundred and twentieth Regi-
ment, New York State Volunteers.

“On October 29, 1863, Whitaker was detailed as judge advo-
cate in an order, a pertinent extract of which is as follows:

A “ [General Orders, No. 24.]

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD Division, Cavarey Cores,
“October 29, 1863.
“* = % Lieut. E. W. Whitaker, A. D. C. to Brig. Gen. Kil-
patrick, is hereby detailed as judge advocate, general court-
martial, convened by General Orders, No. 22, Headquarters,
Third Cavalry Division, October 28, 1863.
*“ By command of Brig. Gen. Kilpatrick. [
- “L. G. Estes, A. A. Genl.

“In a report of Brig. Gen. H. E. Davies, jr., dated November
18, 1863, the full text of which is printed on pages 656 and 657
of the volume last mentioned hereinbefore, Whitaker was re-
ferred to as follows:

“‘Last evening I received instructions from Gen. Custer to
detail from this command an escort to accompany Lieut. Whit-
aker and another officer in a reconnoissance to be made this
morning at daylight to Elys Ford. In pursuance of thisan order
was sent Capt. Kingsland to furnish Lieut. Whitaker with 60
men for that purpose. Capt. Kingsland had also been previously
instructed at daylight this morning to move his main reserve
camp nearer to Stevensburg, leaving 50 men at the position he
was holding. Lieut. Whitaker reached the headquarters of the
regiment before daylight, and reveille was sounded and the
whole command aroused. Lieut. Whitaker and an orderly frpm
my headquarters who accompanied him both concur in saying
that the horses in the camp were all saddled and bridled. * * #*

“¢The party -in charge of Lieut. Whitaker, which I have men-
tioned, had proceeded nearly 2 miles on the road to Germanna
Ford when they heard the firing and countermarched. On near-
ing the camp of the regiment they encountered what all concur
in stating was a regiment of cavalry drawn up in a field on the
right of the road, which charged them. The men retreated into
the woods on the left of the road and skirmished for some time,
but were obliged to fall back. The majority of them succeeded
in reaching their regiment.’

“The officer was accounted for on November 3 and 30, 1863,
as aid-de-camp on the staff of the officer in command of the
Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army of the Potomae, Gen. Kil-
patrick, and on December 1, 1863, reported to The Adjutant
General of the Army as follows:

“ HeapQuArTERS THIRD Divisior, Cavarey Cores,
“ArMY oF PoToMAC,
“ Stevensburg, Va., December 1, 1863.
“ApJUTANT GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY.

“ GENERAL: I have the honor to report, pursuant to General
Order No, 244, current series, A, G. 0., 1863, that. T am an aid-de-
camp on personal staff of Brig. Gen. Kilpatrick by virtue of
General Order No. 7, these headquarters, August 16, 1863, and
am at present performing the duties of the office in the field.
S s tiully bedient servant,

“ Yery respectfu your o en
: : “H. W. W
“ First Licutenant, Second New York Volunieer Cavalry, .
“Aaid-de-Camp.”

-

“On December 27, 1863, Whitaker applied for leave of absenca
in a letter of which the following is a copy :
“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD DIVISION, CAVALRY Corpes,
“ARMY oF PoroMmac,
“ Stevensburg, Va., December 27, 1863.
“Capt. E. B. PArsons,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“CAPTAIN : T have the honor to apply for a leave of absence
for 35 days to accompany my company of veteran volunteers to
Connecticut. I hereby declare my intention and willingness to
serve for the new term of three years. Furloughs accompany
this for three-fourths of my company, which reenlisted and were
mustered previous to the 21st instant. I am, Captain,

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“E. W. WHITAKER,
“TFirst Licutenant Company C,
“ Second New York Cavalry, Aid-de-Camp.

*The application was forwarded by Gen. Kilpatrick, approved,
and the lcave asked for was granted in an order dated December
29, 1863. On December 31, 1863, he was reported as absent on
leave under the terms of that order, and on a record of the com-
mand to which he belonged, dated J: anuary 31, 1864, his name is
borne without entry as to his presence or absence.

* On February 23, 1864, an order was issued as follows:

‘“ [Special Orders, No, 12.1
“ HEADQUARTERS THIED DIVISION, CAVALRY Corps,
“ February 23, 186}.

“1. Lieut. E. W. Whitaker, aid-de-camp, is hereby announced
as A. A. A, G. of this division during the absence of Capt. L. G.
Estes, A. A, G.

“By command of Brig. Gen. Kilpatrick:

* L. G. EstEs,
“ Captain and A. A. Q.

“From February 24 to April 1, 1864, Whitaker signed orders
issued from the headquarters of the Third Division, Cavalry
Cog;s,kArmy of the Potomac, ‘ By command of Brig. Gen. Kil-
patrick.’

“In a report of Brig. Gen. Henry E. Davies, jr., relative to the
part taken by the First Brigade, Third Division, Cavalry Corps,
in a raid to Richmond, dated April 4, 1864, and printed on pages
190-194, Volume XXXIII, of the publication referred to, Whit-
aker was referred to in connection with military operations on
March 1, 1864, as follows:

“t® = % T then moved toward Richmond, passing Ashland
station about a mile to my left and crossing the Richmond &
Fredericksburg Railroad some 2 miles below Ashland. At this
point the telegraph and railroad were destroyed and a party
sent, in charge of Lient. Whitaker, aid-de-camp on the staff of
the general commanding division, to destroy a bridge on the line
of the road, which object I believe was accomplished. = = =#°

“In a letter dated March 11, 1864, printed on page 242, same
volume, Whitaker was mentioned as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS CAVALEY ExreEpItioN,
\ * March 11, 1586].
“Bric. GEN. WISTAR,
“ Commanding Ezxpedition.

“ GENEBAL: Col. Onderdonk and Lieut. Whitaker, of my staff,
have returned. Lieut. Whitaker reports having met some 15 of
the enemy at King and Queen Courthouse yesterday. He drove
them from the town and destroyed a large amount of govern-
ment stores, consisting of grain and arms stored at the place,
A company of rebel infantry was found stationed opposite
Fraziers Ferrys At 2 p. m. Lieut. Whitaker joined Col. Onder-
donk, who had been sent to attack the enemy at Carlton’s store.
The enemy, some 1,200 strong, was found encamped just beyond.
The enemy was driven from his camp, his camp destroyed, «
several of the enemy killed and wounded, and 12 taken pris-
oners. Col. Onderdonk pursued the enemy until dark, when
orders reached him to return.

“ Very respectfully,
“J. KILPATRICK, Brigadier General,
“ Whitaker reported under date of April 10, 1864, as follows:
. : “ BEALETON, April 10, 1864,
“Brig. Gen. KILPATRICE,
“ Commanding Third Division Cavalry:

“Have reached here all right. Lost some men in crossing
Mountain Run. Capt. Judson was at this point to-day for for-
age; had no news from Morrisvillee The command from
Second Division has just passed—#6.15 p. m.

“E. W. WHITAKER,
“ Lieutenant, Aid-de-Camp.
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“ Whitaker was afterwards detailed as aid-de-camp on the
staff of Brig. Gen. Wilson, in command of the Tkird Division,
Cavalry Corps, and on April 24, 1864, signed an order by com-
mand of that officer.

“On April 25, 1864, the adjutant general of Connecticut
addressed The Adjutant General of the Army by letter, of
which the following is a copy :

“ GENERAL HEADQUARTERS, STATE oF CONNECTICUT,
“ADpJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,

, “ Hartford, April 25, 186}.
“ Brig. Gen. L. THOMAS,
“Adjutant General, Washington, D. C.

“ GENERAL: By direction of his excellency the governor I
have the honor to request that First Lieut. Edward W. Whit-
aker, Second New York Cavalry, aid-decamp to Gen. Kil-
patrick, may be. discharged, in order to enable him to accept
a commission as captain in the First Connecticut Cavalry.

* Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“H. J. Morsg, Adjutant General.

“Thereupon an order was issued as follows:

* [Special Orders, No. 162.]
“WAR DEPARTMENT,
“ApJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“Washington, April 29, 1864.
" [bxtract ]
L] -

“ 3. At the requeqt of the gm‘ernur of (,onnet'tlcut First Lieut.
E. (' Whitaker, Company C, Second New York Cavalry, is
hereby honorably discharged the service of the United States,
to enable him to accept a commission in the First Connecticut
Cavalry.

- L - L - L L

“By order of the Secretary of War.

“W. A. NicHOLS,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“Apparently before receiving notice of his discharge in the
order of April 29, 1864, Whitaker tendered his resignation in a
letter, of which the following is a copy:

“ HeApQUARTERS THirp Division, CAvALrY CORPS,
“May 1, 186}.
“ Lieut. Col. C. KINGsBURY, Jr.,
“Assistant Adjumnt General.

“ (CoroNEL: I have the honor to herewith tender my reslgnatmn
as first lieutenant Company C, Second New York Cavalry, to
enable me to accept promotion as captain in IFirst Connecticut
Cavalry,

“T am, Colonel, very respectrully. your obedient servant,
W. WHITAKER,
“First Lieutenant Company C, ét’mnd New York Cavalry.

“The resignation of the officer was accepted in Special Orders,
No. 123, paragraph 7, issued from the headquarters of the Cav-
alry Corps on May 2, 1864, a copy of which is as follows:

* [Special Orders, No. 123.]
“ HEADQUARTERS CAvarLry Cores,
“ARMY orF THE PoToaAc,
“May 2, 168}.
[Extract.]
- . - - - . -

“ 7. First Lieut. E. W. Whitaker, Second New York Cavalry,
hav ing tendered his resignation, is hereby discharged the service,
to enable him to acecept commission as captain in First Con-
necticut Cavalry, his discharge to date April 30, 1864.

- L - - L L] L

“By command of Maj. Gen. Sheridan.

“ (. KINGsBURY, Jr.,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“After the close of the war, with a view to fix the date of dis-
charge of the officer as a member of this organization, an order
was issued as follows:

[Special Orders, No. 198.]
“ HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY,
“ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“ Washington, August 19, 1868.
[Extract.]
* L * ®* * * *

“ 9. By direction of the Secretary of War so much of Special
Orders, No. 162, paragraph 3, April 29, 1864, from this office, as
relates to First Lieut. . C. Whltaker, Second New York C.avalry,
is hereby amended to read ‘ First Lieut. E, W. Whitaker."

“1(. By direction of the Secretary of War so much of Special
Orders, No. 123, paragraph 7, May 2, 1864, from Headquarters
Cavalry Corps, Army of the Potomac, as discharged First Lieut,

E. W. Whitaker, Second New York Cavalry, to date April 30,
1864, to enable him to accept a commission in First Connecticut
Cavalry, is hereby revoked, he having been previously discharged
for the same reasons by Special Orders, No. 162, paragraph 3,
April 29, 1864, from this office, amended by Special Orders, No.
198, paragraph 9, August 19, 1868, from this office.

* * * * * * L]

“ By command of Gen. Grant,

“Y. D. TowNSEND,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“In ithe meantime the colonel commanding the Second Regi-
ment New York Cavalry Volunteers, in a letter dated March 29,
1864, addressed to the adjutant general of New York, recom-
mended certain promotions in the regiment, among them being
a recommendation that Whitaker be commissioned as a captain
in the regiment, referring to him in terms as follows:

“¢* * # The above-named commissioned and noncommis-
sioned officers are all well deserving their promotions, and none
of them more than Lieut. Whitaker, who is one of the ablest
and most trustwerthy officers of this command; and I would
most respectfully request that the above recommendations be
confirmed.

“ Whitaker was duly appointed by the governor of New York
as a captain in the Second New York Cavalry, in a commission
issued April 29, 1864, to rank as such from January 30, 1864,
which commission, it will be observed, was issued on the date
of his first discharge order as a member of that organization. He
was not mustered into service as of that grade and organization
in the Civil War, but under the provisions of the act of Congress
approved June 3, 1884, and the acts amendatory thereof, he was,
and is, recognized by the War Department as having been in the
military service of the United States in the grade of captain of
Company D of the regiment from January 30, 1864, and as
having been discharged from-service as such instead of as first
lieutenant, the grade set forth in his discharge order.

“ It is stated on the records of the Second New York Cavalry
that the officer was 20 years of age at the date of his enlistment ;
that he was born in Killingly, Conn., and was by occupation a
teacher; that he was 6 feet high; and that he had light com-
plexion, blue eyes, and light-brown hair.

“The said Whitaker was duly appointed by the governor of
Connecticut to be a captain in the First Regiment Connecticut
Cavalry Volunteers, to rank as such from April 23 or 25, 1864,
and the receipt of the commission, as such, as indicated by a
certificate, of which the following is a copy :°

“ HeapQuarTERS THIRD DivisioNn Cavarry Corps,
“ArMY oF THE PoromAc,
“ OFFICE AID-DE-CAMP OF MUSTERS,
“ May 2, 1864.
“1 certify on honor that E. W. Whitaker, first lieutenant
Company C, Second Regiment New York Cavalry, received May 1
from the governor of Connecticut a commission as captain in
the First Regiment Connecticut Cavalry, bearing date April 25,
and can be mustered in to date, May 1, 1864.
* Jacor Bristor,
“ First Lieutenant, Fifth Michigan Cavalry,
“Aid-de-Camp of Musters, Third Division Cavalry Corps,
“Army of the Potomac.

* Whitaker was mustered into service as captain in the First
‘onnecticut Cavalry Volunteers May 3, 1864, at Stevensburg,
Va., to serve three years, and entries appearing upon the indi-
vidual muster-in roll, as such, show that he entered upon the
performance of duty as captain on May 3, 1864, the date of the
muster. He was assigned to Company E of the regiment, and
on the records of the company he was accounted for as on de-
tached service from May 3, 1864 (the date of his muster in as
captain), as acting aid-de-camp on the staff of Gen. Wilson,
then in command of the Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army
of the Potomac. On a record of the latter command for the
month of May, 1864, Whitaker was accounted for as an acting
aid-de-camp on the staff of the general commanding; in a com-
munication dated June 2, 1864, he was referred to as such; and
in a report dated July 4, 1864, relative to the part taken by the

-Cavalry Division in the expedition to destroy the Richmond &

Danville Railroad, Brig. Gen. Kautz stated that during the
night of June 23, 1864, ‘ Capt. Whitaker, of Gen. Wilson's staff,
reached me and reported the enemy in between our commands
opposing his advance,’

“In a report relative to the part taken by troops under his
command in an expedition against the South Side and Danvyille
Railroads, dated July 3, 1864, and printed on pages 625-630,
Series I, volume 40, part 1, of the publication mentioned herein-
before, Gen. Wilson referred to Whitaker as follows:
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“e® *= # The First Brigade was held on the road to Hun-
garytown in order that when Kautz's position became known
exactly I might have choice of roads and the certainty of form-
ing a junction with him. Capt. Whitaker, of my staff, was de-
tached, with a squadron, to communicate with him. He carried
orders for Kautz to join by the road from the railroad junction

“to Lewiston, in case he found it necessary to leave the railroad.

» * ® L * % *

**The advance reached Wylliesburg by daylight on the morn-
ing of the 26th and halted. * * * Early the next morning
the march was resumed, the column crossing the Meherrin at
Saffold’s Bridge and going thence east to Great Creek, on the
Boydton Plank Road. From this place it moved to Poplar
Mountain, in Greensville County, crossing the Nottoway at the
Double Bridges, near the mouth of Hardwood Creek. I arrived
there about noon on the 28th, where I learned that the enemy
had a small foree of Infantry at Steny Creek Depot, on the
Weldon Rload, and two small detachments of Cavalry which
had been cut off from Lee's division when we marched south-
ward. The most diligent inquiry from the negroes and eap-
tured pickets gave no information of any other force. This,
together with the fact that the road from Double Bridges to
Prince George Courthouse passes 2 miles to the westward of
Stony Creek Depot, induced me to take that route, and, accord-
ingly, the advance was pushed forward with the utmost rapid-
ity, with orders to drive in the reserve picket at the crossing
of the road just mentioned and the one from Stony Creek Depot
to Dinwiddie Court House and eclear the road for the main col-
umn. This order was handsomely executed under the directions
of Capt, Whitaker, of my staff, and state of affairs found to be
nearly as represented. ®* * * In the meantime, anticipating
difficulty of a serious nature, I endeavored to open communica-
tion with the Infantry in front of Petersburg, and finally de-
tached Capt. E. W, Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, of
my staff, with about 40 men of the veteran Third New York
Cavalry. I have since learned he succeeded in reaching Army
headquarters about 10 a. m. On his way he gallantly rode
through the enemy's Cavalry and Infantry columns in motion,
escaping with 20 men. ®* * * The greatest credit is due to
officers and men for their endurance, sleepless exertion, and gal-
lantry. * * * Ny own staff, particularly Capt. Whitaker,
First Cornecticut Volunteers, * * * did their duty with
great intelligence and unceasing industry.'

*With regard to military operations on June 24-29, 1864, Gen.
Wilson in a report .dated February 18, 1865 (published on pp.
0620625, same volume), referred to Whitaker as follows:

“t% % = Just before daylight of the 24th, having heard of
Kautz's success at Burkeville through Capt. Whitaker, of my
staff, whom I sent to communicate with him, I withdrew from
the position near Nottoway Court House and by a rapid march
through Hungarytown struck the Danville Railroad near Meher-
rin Station. * * * T determined, therefore, to lose no time,
but push on with rapidity to that place, drive the pickets back
to the Stony Creek Depot, and under cover of darkness march
the whole command as rapidly as possible toward Prince George
Court House. The advance guard, under the direction of Capt.
Whitaker, of my staff, found the picket posted, as I expected, at
the church, and by a spirited dash drove it toward the depot.
This success had scarcely been reported before the enemy re-
ceived reinforcements, and in turn drove back the advance guard
to the head of the column. #* *

YAt T a. m., June 29, Gen. Kautz's advance arrived in the
neighborhood of that place, but instead of finding it in the pos-
session of the infantry of the Army of the Potomac found Hoke's
division of rebel infantry strongly posted. He attacked them at
once, but after capturing about 60 prisoners was compelled to
withdraw his troops. By 9 a. m. the entire command was united.
Having remained with MecIntosh throughout the night, I did not
arrive until about 8 a. m. I had previously sent Capt. Whitaker,
of my staff, forward with instructions to make his way with the
utmost rapidity to Gen. Meade's headquarters. * * #* 7T con-
fidently hoped that elther the firing of our artillery or the mes-
sage of Capt. Whitaker would bring troops to our assistance
TR B

- \Vhi-tnker was also mentioned in other reports, pertinent ex-

tracts of which are as follows:
* HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE PoToaac,
“June 29, 1864—10.40 a. m.
“ Maj. Gen. MEAD,
“ Commanding Army of the Potomae, :
at Gen. Burnside's Headguarters:

“ Capt. Whitaker, of Gen. Wilson’s staff, reached here some 15

or 20 minutes ago. * * #* Capt. Whitaker thinks that Wilson

succeeded in following the trains and that his whole force is
in the vicinity of Reams's Station and that the whole force of
the enemy's cavalry have probably concentrated there, Will you
send an infantry force there?
“A. A. HUMPHREYS,
“Major General and Chief of Stajf.
“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE Poroaac,
“June 29, 1864—(Sent 11.30 a. m.).
“Maj. Gen. MEADE,
“Commanding Army of the Potomac, .
“at Gen. Burnside's Headquarters:

“I should have added in my dispatch that Capt. Whitaker in-
forms me that seeing an opening in the dust of the enemy’s col-
umns moving along a road near Reams Station he forced his
way through it, losing half his escort, 40 in number,

: “A. A. HUMPHREYS,
“Major General and Chief of Staff.

“(Reports printed in Official Records of the Union and Con-

federate Armies, Series I, vol, 40, pt. 2, p. 493.)”

*“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE PortoMAc,
“June 29, 1864—1.40 p. m.
“Maj. Gen. WrIGHT,
“Commanding Sizth Corps:

“Your dispatch received. The commanding general wishes
you to follow your division with your whole corps as promptly,
as possible, leaving your pickets as they are posted. Capt.
Whitaker, of Gen. Wilson'’s staff, who reported this morning,
states that the Cavalry that followed Wilson and opposed himg
on the Meherrin were commanded by W. H. F. Lee, and were
composed of Chambliss's, formerly Lee's; Barringer's, formerly
Gordon’s; and Dearing’s brigades; that besides this command,
another was concentrated at the crossing of Stony Creek (10
miles north of Ream’s Station), which had been two days col-
lecting from Petersburg, according to the statement of the
people of the country. They took a prisoner from Rosser's
brigade.

“A. A. HUMPHREYS,
“Uajor General and Chief of Staff.

“(Report printed, p. 507, same volume.)"
“Crry PoInt, July 1, 1864—2 p. m.
“(Received 8.20 a. m.—2d.)

“TI have just seen Gen. Kautz and have obtained from him a
clearer idea of the disaster to Wilson's Cavalry. It seems Wil-
son had been led to believe by a dispateh from Gen. Meade that
our lines had extended around to the Appomattox, or at least
across the Weldon Railroad. He was, accordingly, confident of
finding our pickets at Reams Station, or near there. After he,
crossed the Sappony, on what is called the stage road, he was
attacked by Hampton's Cavalry; fought them Tuesday after-
noon and night between that stream and Stony Creek, relying
all the while on aid from the Army of the Potomae, which he
supposed to be in hearing of his cannon. One of his aids, Capt,
Whitaker, also cut his way through with a company and re-
ported the case at Gen. Meade's, but succor could not be got
up in season, * * *

“C. A. DANA,

“Hon. E. M. StaxtoN, Washington.

“(Report printed, Part I, same volume, p. 29,)”

* HEADQUARTERS SixTH ARMY Cores,
“June 30, 1864—11.30 a. m.
“Maj. Gen. HUMPHREYS : )
* * * * * ® *

“ Capt. Whitaker, who is out with the cavalry on the Dinwid-
die Itoad, reports that at least four guns were carried off by the
enemy, and prisoners claim fo have seen seven on the way to
Petersburg. Capt. W. can find no guns, but has discovered three
or four limbers, which I have sent for, * * =

“H. G. WrieHT,
“Major General, Commanding.
“(Report printed, Part IT, same volume, p. 526.)

“ HEADQUARTERS CAvVALRY Divisiox,
“ Camp near Jones Neck, Va., July }, 186}.
“Carrarn: I have the honor herewith to submit my report of
the operations of the division under my command in the expedi-
tion to destroy the Richmond & Danville Railroad. * *= =
During the night Capt. Whitaker, of Gen. Wilson's staff, reached
me and reported the enemy in between our commands, opposing
his advance. * * * Capt. Whitaker, of Gen. Wilson's staff,
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volunteered to go through the enemy’s lines with a company of
Cavalry, and other seouts were started to go into our lines.
® & *

““Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“Avcust V. KAUTE,
“ Bridgadier General of Volunteers, Chief of Cavalry.
“ Capt. L. SIEBERT, :
“Assistant Adjutant General, Third Division,
“ Cavalry Corps.
“(Report printed, Part I, same volume, pp. 730-733.)
“ Copies of reports made by Whitaker on June 29 and 30, 1564,
are as follows:

“ Reams’ Posmpe, PETERSBURG & WELDON RAILROAD,
“ June 29, 1864—=8.25 p. m.
“[Gen. A. A, HUMPHREYS,
“ Chief of Staff.]

“ GENERAL: Gen. Wright's advance is now here and not engaged
anywhere. The enemy’s infantry are out 1 mile on the Din-
widdie Courthouse Road, reported to be one brigade strong, the
other brigade that was here having gone toward Petersburg
from here. All the enemy’s eavalry have gone after Gen. Wilson,
who, I believe, has been obliged to retire a long way, as I have
heard a gun very distant west. I can not devise any way to
find Gen. W[ilson]l. Gen. Wright has a few cavalry, but by
night I ean not take them through. Would respectfully beg that
professional scouts be sent to communicate with him and his
pursuers engaged in rear early. Knowing the exhausted and
encumbered condition of his command and the force about him,
I have the greatest anxiety for his safety.

“ I beg pardon for this irregularity, and am,

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“ E. W. WHITAKER,
Captain and Aide-de-Camp.

“(Printed, Part II, same volume, pp. 508-509.)

- “ REAMS STATION, June 30, 1864—12.30 p. m.

“Maj. Gen. HUMPHREYS,
* Chief of Staff, Army of the Potomac.

“ GENERAL: In a reconnoissance toward Dinwiddie Courthouse
I have just learned that a train of 200 empty wagons passed
the courthouse at 9 this a. m. going from Petersburg to Stony
Creek after forage, ‘ guarded by North Carolina Infantry, eight
men to a wagon, with front and rear guard.’ The enemy’s in-
fantry have all moved toward Petersburg. Their cavalry have
followed the road to left and south of Dinwiddie Courthouse, in
which direction Gen. Wilson went. I have taken charge of the
Cavalry with Gen. Wright, at his request, and am covering
all roads on his front and flanks. Should you have no further
orders for me, shall I not remain here, do and learn all I can,
and report through or to Gen. Wright? My escort I left at your
headquarters, being worn out; if now rested, they could be
valuable with me. I am, General,

“Very respectfully,
“ Your most humble and obedient servant,
“E. W. WHITAKER,
“ Captain and Acting Aid-de-Camyp.

“(Printed, same volume, p. 526.)

“ On a record of the Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army of
the Potomae, for the month of June, 1864, Whitaker was re-
ported is acting aid-de-camp on the staff of the commanding
general, and on July 4, 1864, report was made to The Adjutant
General of the Army, a pertinent extract of which is as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS, THIRD DIvisioN, CAvALRY CorPSs,
“July 4, 186}
# Brig. Gen. L. THOMAS,
“Adjutant General, United Stales Army,
“ Washington, D. C. |

* GENERAL: In pursuance of General Order No. 244, War De-
partment, series of 1863, I have the honor to report the following-
named officers on duty with me as aids-de-camp:

* * * * * * *
“ Capt. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry.
#* * * * L d * L

T have the honor to be, General,
“ Yery respecifully, your obedient servant,
“J. H. WILson,
“ Brigadier General Commanding Division.
“ On July 9, 1864, an order was issued as follows:
. “ [8Special Orders, No. 53.]
“ HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES,
“ City Point, Va., July 9, 186}.
“1, Capt. E. W. Whitaker, of the Third Division, Cavalry
Corps, Army of the Potomac, will proceed to Washington, D. C.,

and report to Brig. Gen. Casey, president of the Examining
gonrd for Officers of United States Colored Troops, for examina-
on. >

“ By command of Lieut. Gen. Grant.
“E. S. PARKER,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“ On the same day Hon. C. A. Dana, then Assistant Secretary

of War, telegraphed to the War Department as follows:
“FroMm GrANT'S HEADQUARTERS, July 9, 1864.
“Col. J. A. Harpie:

“ Capt. Whitaker, of Wilson’s stafl, goes up to Washington,
under orders from Gen. Grant, that he may present himself for
examination before Casey’'s board; he wants to be a colonel of a
black regiment, and from my own observation of him and the -
testimony of his officers he would make a first-rate one. If
colonels are wanted for Burbridge's regiments in Kentucky, I
would recommend him; you will oblige me by giving the neces-
sary order for his examination or by speaking to the Secretary
about him.

“0. A. DanA.

“It appears that Whitaker proceeded to Washington, D. €.,
and en July 11, 1864, an order was issued in his case as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTORN,
“ Twenty-second Army Corps, July 11, 186}.

* L ] * * * * L
“Whitaker, Capt. E. W., First Connecticut Cavalry.
* * & * * * *

“To the above sir:
“The major general commanding directs that you report for
duty without delay to Col. William Gamble, Camp Stoneman.
“ Very respectfully, your most obedient servant,
“C. H. RAYMOND,
“Assistant Adjutant Generel.

“ Copies of communications relating to duties performed by
Whitaker on July 13-16, 1864, are as follows:
“ HEADQUARTERS CaAvALRY Division,
“ DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
“Camp Stoneman, July 13, 186}.

“ Respectfully referred to Maj. Gen, Doubleday, in reference
to communieation just received.

“In compliance with within order, 100 mounted men are about
to march from here to Col. Lowell.

“This takes every available mounted .man in my command,
save the 100 under Capt. Whitaker on picket in front of Forts
Mahon and Meigs, whom I would respectfully ask to have re-
lieved to enable me to comply with Gen. Augur’'s orders.

“W. GAMBLE,
“ Colonel, Commanding Cavalry Division,

“ HEADQUARTERS CAvALRY DIVISION,

“ DEPARTMENT OF 3V ASHINGTON, D. C.,

“ Camp Stoneman, July 1}, 1864
“ Lieut, Col. B. B. G. STONE,
“Acting Aid-de-Camp and Chief of Staff,

“CoroNEL: Since the receipt of Gen. Doubleday’s communica-
tion ef this morning, saying that Capt. Whitaker and command
had disappeared from in front of Forts Mahon and Meigs, the
bearer of this has brought a dispatch from the captain asking
for forage and rations. The orderly says that Capt. Whitaker
is where he has been all the time, and that his line has not been
changed. If you will send him duplicate of the orders sent by
the orderly, who could not find him, this man will deliver them
direct to the captain. Let him report here, and I will supply
him forage and rations.

“ 1 remain, very respectfully,
. “W. GAMBLE,
% Colonel, Commanding Cavalry Division.

% HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY DIVISION,
“ Camp Stoneman, 11 a. m.—July 1}, 186}.

“ Respectfully forwarded. y
“ 1 know nothing of the whereabouts of Capt. Whitaker and

his men. When last heard from was.in front of Forts Mahon
and Meigs. :
“W. GAMBLE,

“ Colonel, Commanding Cavalry Division,
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“ HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY DIVISION,
* DEPARTMENT oF WASHINGTON, D. C., -
“ Camp Stoneman, July 15, 186}
“Lieut. Col. J. H. TAvLoR,
“Clief of Staff, Assistant Adjutant General.

* CoroNEr: Capt. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, having
returned with 100 mounted men sent out on the line of the Balti-
more & Ohio Rallroad by orders of Gen. Halleck, will proceed
with the above men to Washington City this morning and report
for orders to department headquarters.

“ The above are all the mounted men in this eamp able to do
mounted duty, except orderlies.

“Yery respectfully, your obedient servant,
“W. GAMBLE,
“ Colonel, Commanding Cavalry Division.

* On July 16, 1864, Whitaker asked to be relieved from the duty
on which he was then engaged, in a letter of which the following
is a copy:

“ HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY DIVISION,
“ DerExses oF Wasnainerow, D. C.,,
“ Camp Stoneman, July 16, 186}.
“Hon. CaHARLES H. Daxa,
“Assistant Secrctary of War:

* Having served four days commanding 100 mounted men in
the defense of the Capital, and learning that the emergeney which
demanded my services is passed, I would be pleased to be releasel
from duty and allowed to act in obedience to orders from Lieut,
Gen. Grant, dated July 11.

“I am, with great respect,

“ Your most humble and obedient servant,
- “E. W. WHITAKER,

“ Captain and Acting Aid-de-Camp to Gen. J. H. Wilson,

“ Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army of the Potomac.

“The letter was referred to The Adjutant General of the
Army, by indorsement, as follows :

“War DEPARTMENT, July 16, 1864.

“ Respectfully referred to The Adjutant General.

“The officer will be relieved from the temporary service
alluded to, to the end that he may be at liberty to attend his
examination before the board for examination of applicants for
commissions in the colored troops.

“By order.

“ Jas. A. Harpig,
“ Colonel, Inspector General.

“On July 18, 1804. an order was issued in the case of this
officer as follows:

“ | 8peclal Orders, No. 175.]
“* HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY DiIvisionw,
. “DEPARTMENT OF \WASHINGTON,
“Camp Stoneman, D. C., July 18, 186}.
® = * *® * - ]

“3. The following-named officers are hereby relieved from
duty in this eamp and ordered to report to their respective
regiments in the Army of Potomac for duty, viz:

® ] * * » = *

“ Capt. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry. *

“The Quartermaster Department will furnish the necessary
transportation.
* - * * * * *

“ By order of Col. Willilam Gamble.

“L. L. RAMEY,
“ Captain and Acting Assistant Adjutant General.

“But on July 19, 1864, an order was issued from the War
Department, as follows:

“ [Bpecial Orders, No, 242.]
“WaR DEPARTMENT,
“ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“ Washington, July 19, 186}.
* [Extract.]
*® & * *® *® *® *

“18. Capt. E. W. Whitaker, acting aid-de-camp to Brig. Gen.
Wilson, commanding Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army of
the Potomac, is hereby relieved from temporary duty within
the defenses of Washington, to enable him to appear for ex-
amination before the board for the examination of applicants
for commissions in the United States colored troops, in obedi-
ence to orders from Lieut. Gen, Grant.

® * = - & * -
“ By order of the Secretary of War.

: “E. D. TowNSEND,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“A memorandum on

file, apparently in the handwriting of
Hon, C. A. Dana,

but not signed, reads as follows:
“WAR DEPARTMENT,
“ Washington City, July 19, 1864.
“Will Maj. Foster oblige Mr. Dana by giving Capt. Whitaker
any information he may require respecting the examination for
commissions in the colored regiments?
“About the same time permission was granted as follows:

“War DEPARTMENT,
“ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“ Washington, D. €., —, 186—,

“8imr: Under authority of the Secretary of War, you are
hereby permitted to appear for examination before the board
now sitting at No. 212 F Street, Washington, D. C., of which
Maj. Gen. Silas Casey is president.

“ The Government makes no allowance on account of travel-
ing or other expenses in consequence of this permission.

* Yery respectfully, your obedient servant,
“C. W. FostEr,
“Assistant Adjutant General.
“To Capt. EnwaAzp W, WHITAKER,
“ First Connecticut Cavalry.

“Under date of July 20, 1864, recommendation for a leaye
of absence in the case of this officer was made in a communica-
tion of which the following is a copy:

“ BoARD OF EXAMINERS,
“No. 212 F Street, Washington, July 20, 1864.

“I recommend that Capt. E. W. Whitaker, Third Division,
Cavalry Corps, be granted leave of absence for 20 days fo
enable him to attend the Free Military School at Philadelphia
for applicants for command of colored troops.

“ S11.A8 CASEY,
* Major General, President Board.

“The recommendation was approved by order of the Secre-
tary of War and an order issued on July 20, 1864, as follows:

“[Bpecial Orders, No. 243.]
“War DEPARTMENT.
“ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE.
“ Washington, July 20, 186},
“[Extract.]
= L * L ] B *

“56. Leave of absence for 20 days is hereby granted Capt.
E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, to enable him to
attend the Free Military School at Philadelphia.

- * L] * * Ll =

“ By order of the Secretary of War.

“E. D. TowxseND,
“Assistant Adjutant General.
“The next record found relating to the officer 18 an order
of which the following is a copy:
“[General Orders, No. 36.]
“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD DIvision CAVALRY Conps.
“July 21, 186},

“1, The following-named officers are announced as composing

the staff of the brigadier general commanding:
*

L ] * . * L -
“Capt. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, did-de-
camp.
- - * » - * *

“They will be obeyed and respected accordingly.
“ By command of Brig. Gen. Wilson.
* L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General,

“In a report dated February 18, 1865, and printed on pages
516-520, Volume XLIII, Part I, of the publication mentioned
hereinbefore, relative to the part taken by the Third Division
in the Shenandoah Valley campaign, Gen. Wilson referred to
Whitaker as follows:

* * * * ] . L

“*In closing this report I have the honor to commend the zeal,
gallantry, and soldierly conduct of both officers and men of the
division throughout the entire period they remained under my
command. * * * To * * * (Capt. E. W. Whitaker, First
Connecticut Cavalry, always prompt and gallant in the discharge
of their duties, I am greatly indebted for the valuable assistance
they have rendered me * * *!'

“From a report of Gen. Wilson, dated August 16, 1864, it ap-
pears that on the morning of that day Whitaker was directed (o
proceed to the headquarters of the Middle Military Division, then
at or near Winchester, Va.
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*“On August 20, 1864, an order was issued as follows:
“[Special Orders, No. 78.]

“ HeapqQUArTERS THIRD DIvistoN (CAVATRY ‘CORPS,
“Auwst 20, ISBJ}

® * * * *

“II. In accordance with instructions from the brigadler gen-:
eral commanding Cavalry forces of the Middle Military Depart-

ment, Capt. 1. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, A. A.

D. C., is hereby detailed to collect and return to their regiments

all the detached men of this division serving with this army. He
will report without delay to Brig. Gen. Torbert for .detailed in-
structions.

“ By command of Brig. Gen. Wilson.
? “ 1. SIEBERT
“Acting Adjutant General.

“On August 21, 1864, another order was issued, as follows:

* [Special Orders, No. 11.], ,

“ HEADQUARTERS MIDDLE MIrrTARY DIVISION,
“ Charlestown, Va., August 21, 186}.
& * * * * * *

“2 Capt. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry and
A, A D, C. to Brig. Gen. Wilson, will proceed to Washington,
D. C,, for the purpose of collecting and conducting to their regi-
ments men of the Third Cavalry Division, on detached duty in
this command, returning to his proper station with the least
practicable delay. One enlisted man can accompany him as or-
derly. The Quartermaster’s Department will furnish the neces-
sary transportation, to include two horses.

* * *® ® * ® L

“ By command -of Maj. Gen. Sheridan.

* 1. B. PARSONS,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“ Several letters, dated August 12, 1864, from officers of vari-
ous comrmands, in which reguests were made that certain men
then on detached duty be returned to their regiments, were re-
ceived at the headguarters of the Middle Military Division on
August 23, 1864, and were returned to the writers on August 24,
1864, with indorsements as follows:

‘4 (Capt. Whitaker, of Gen. Wilson's staff, lms ‘been ordered
to colEect all detachments and forward them to their regi-
ments.

“With reference to the duties of Whitaker at this time, a
communication, of which the following is a copy, is pertinent :

“ HeapqQuartess THirp Division Cavarry Corrs,
“August 27, 1864.
“Brig. Gen. McINTOSH,
“ Commanding First Brigade.

“ GENERAL: The following extract from a letter from Capt. |

Whitaker, acting aid-de-camp, is furnished you for your guid-
ance:
< “\WasHINGTON, August 2}, 186}.

“*Gen. Augur offered me all facilities in his power, with
which I now only need a complete list, giving full names and
whereabouts of .every man in the forts and hospitals about this
city. 1 obtained papers containing this list, but the same was
in the form of applications for their return formally through
Army headquarters, which were thus retained awaiting indorse-
ments when I left.

“ The general desires you to have these lists made out as soon
as possible and forward them. He also desires you to detail
a commissioned officer to take charge of ‘the guard stationed at
the pike near the bridge to examine papers of commissioned
officer, and to order back all those without authority.

“ I am, General, very respectfully, your obedielitnsegvnnt.

“Assistant Adjutant General.

“A record of the Third Cavalry Division, Middle Military
Division, dated August 31, 1864, near Berryville, Va., accounts
for Whitaker as acting aid-de-camp on the staff of the general
commanding, and he was so accounted for on a record of the
same command, dated September 30, 1864, then stationed at
Bridgewater, Va., but on the latter record he was also accounted
for as ‘absent on duty at Camp Stoneman.’ ~

e On ‘October 1, 1864, an order was issued as follows :

“[Special Orders, No. 45.] .
“HeapQuarteErs Miopre Mirrrary Drvist
“ Harrisonburg, Va., October 1 :1863.

“1, The following-named officers of his staff ‘will accompany
Brig. ‘Gen. Wilson to the Military Division of the Mississippi for
ﬂuty

* » L L] * -

“Capt. B. W. Whitaker, First :Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry.

* * * * * & *

“ By command of Maj. Gen. Sheridan.
s KmsannY Jr.,
““Assistant Adjutant General.

“Tn a communiecation dated October'28, 1864, Brig. Gen. Kil-
patrick easually mentioned Whitaker as the bearer of reports
showing the eondition of the former's command.

“1In the meantime Whitaker was appointed by the governor
of Connecticut to be a major in the PFirst Connecticut Cavalry
Volunteers, the commission reciting that he was to rank as such
from September 14, 1864. He remained absent from the regi-
ment in par:tormanl:e of duty as aid-de-camp on the staff of
Gen. Wilson until relieved in an order of which the following

| isa copy:

“[Bpecial Orders, No. 7.1

“ HEADQUARTERS CAVAILRY CORPS,
“AMrrrrary DivisioN OF THE MISSISSIPPI,
“ Nashville, Tenn., November 6, 186}.
“[Extract.]
* - * * * » *

“X. Capt. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, having
been promoted to the grade of major, is, at his own request, de-
tached from the staff of the mrajor general commanding and will
rejoin his regiment in the Shenandoah Valley.

“The distinguished zeal, activity, and ability which Maj.
Whitaker has displayed upon every occasion entitles him te the
thanks and commendation of the major general commanding.

* * & * * *® -

“ By command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Wilson.

“E. B. BEAUMONT,
“Captain and Acting Assistant Adjutant General.

“On November 7, 1864, Whitaker addressed a communication

‘to superior authority, as follows:

“ HEADQUARTEES CAVALRY Corps, M. D. M.,
“ November 7, 1864.
“Capt. L. SIERERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“ Capramx: I have the honor to mrake application for muster
out as captain Company E, First Connecticut Cavalry, and a
special muster in as major, to date October 1, 1864, by virtue of
receipt of commission as major in First Connecticut Cavalry, and
being taken away when in act of reporting for duty by provi-
sions of Special Order No. 45, Headquarters Middle Military Di-
vision, dated October 1, 1864. I am, captain,

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“H. W. WHITAKER,
“ Captain Company &£, First Connecticut
“ Volunteer Cavalry,
“Acting Assistant Division Commander.

“‘An ‘indorsement appears mupon the foregoing communication,
-as follows:
*“ HEADQUARTERS CAvVALRY Corps, M. D. M.,
* Nashville, November 7, 186}.
“ The statement of Maj. Whitaker herein is correct. He should
be mustered ‘to date from October 1.
“J. H. WiLson,
“ Brevet Major General.

“ On November 17, 1864, Whitaker addressed the Assistant
Secretary of War as follows:
“ WaRr DEPARTMENT,
“ Washington, D. C., November 17, 1864—=2.30 p. m. .
“Hon.'CHARLES A. DANA,
“Agsistant Secretary of War,

“Pear Sm: I am en route to rejoin and assume wmmand of
my regiment in ‘ Valley."! Left Gen. Wilson at Nashville, Tenn.
In consideration of the fact that my accompanying himr West pre-
vented my muster in inthe grade of majorunder the usual muster
regulations, he kindly advised me to apply to you for a special
arder, Tor which I make application in the inclosed communica-
‘tion bearing the general's indorsement. Permit me to note there
is nothing complicated or any strife in this, as the vacanecy has
been long copen, the regiment strong enough, ete. T am at pres-
ent the only ‘major in the regiment. T simply desire my muster
to date when I should have reported if not for obeying an order
of same dute transferring me West. Perhaps the commissary of
musters (it being more simple) could be ordered to muster me in
for said date, providing other circunrstances in the case admit.
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“ Hoping you will pardon me for this intrusion on your valu-
able time, I
“I shall ever remain your most humble and obedient
servant,
“E. W. WHITAKER,
“ Major, First Connecticut Cavalry.

“An indorsement appears upon the foregoing communication, as
follows ; .

“* Referred to Maj. Gen. Torbert, commanding Cavalry Corps,
Middle Military Division, to direct the muster in of Maj. Whit-
aker, according to his reguest.

“*By order of the Secretary of War. - -

- “10.-A. DANA,
“ i Assistant Secretary of War.

“PWar DerArRTMENT, November 18, 1864."

“ Whitaker joined the First Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers;
entered upon duty as major thereof on November 22, 1864, and in
a report of the commanding officer of the regiment dated Decem-
ber 9, 1864, and printed on pages 535-6, Volume XLIII, Part I,
Series I, of the publication already mentioned, he was referred
to as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS F1RST CoNNECTICUT CAVALRY,
December 9, 186},

“Carraix: In obedience to orders from the colonel command-
ing the brigade, I have the honor to submit the following report
of the operations of the First Connecticut Cavalry since the 18th
of October, 1864 :

* &= *® * * * *

“ On the 13th the regiment went with the division on a recon-
noissance toward Cedar Creek, returned the same day, and con-
tinued in camp till the 17th, when Capt. Morehouse was ordered
to make a reconnoissance to Middletown. Finding no enemy, he
returned to camp and remained till the 21st instant. IHe then
started for Remount Camp, Pleasant Valley, Md., having in his
charge the unserviceable horses of the brigade.
Martinsburg that night and reached the camp on the 22d instant.
Here Maj. Whitaker assumed command of the regiment, and
ryorked diligently for the next three days in providing the men
with such articles as they required.

* * » * - * *
“Yery truly, your obedient servant,
“ Brayros Ives,
“ Lieutenant Colonel, Commanding Regiment.

“On November 25, 1864, Whitaker telegraphed the Assistant

Secretary of War, as follows:
* HEADQUARTERS FIrsT CONNECTICUT CAVALRY,
“PreasantT VALLEY, Mb.,
“November 25, 186}.
“Hon. C. A. DaNa,
Asgistant Secrelary:

“ Please inform by telegraph—Yes—if my muster was order
to date October 1, 1864.

“F. W. WHITAKER,
“Major Commanding Regimeni.
“A letter was addressed to Whitaker on November 26, 1864,
as follows:
“War DEPARTMENT,
“THE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“TWashington, D. C., November 26, 186}.
“ Capt. E. W. WHITAKER,
“ First Connecticut Cavalry.

“gSm: I am directed to inform you that upon application to
the proper commissary of musters he will muster you into
service as major, First Connecticut Cavalry, to date October 1,
1864, provided the following conditions be complied with:

“ Iirst. You will satisfy the commissary of musters that you
were in receipt of your commission at the date from which
muster is requested.

“ Second. You will furnish him with a copy of Special Or-
ders, No, 45, headquarters M. M. D., under which you were
detached from your regiment, and show clearly that it was not
from negligence or delay on your part that you failed to be
mustered at that time.

“Third. This muster must not in any way conflict with the
provisions of General Orders, No. 182, series of 1863, from this
office. E

“If the muster be made in accordance herewith, the commis-
sary of musters will file a copy of this communication and your
replies hereto with the muster-in rolls. .

“I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“TraoMAs M. VINCENT,
“Assistant Adjutant Genceral,

He camped near”’

“In connection with the foregoing Whitaker wrote a letter
on December 3, 1864, as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS FIRST CONNECTICUT CAVALRY,
“ Fikst BRIGADE, THIRD CAVALRY, Divisiox M. M. Dy

“December 3, 186}.
* Capt. BARNHARD,
“Assistant Commissary of 3fusiers,

“Carrarn: I have the honor, in compliance with reguire-
ments of communication from The Adjutant General's office,
dated November 26, 1864, of which a copy is herewith appended,
to state that I received my appointment before October 1, 18064,
by mail vin Washington, D. C. where I was serving on de-
tached duty under the provisions of Special Orders, No. 11,
Ex. 2, from headquarters Mid, Mil. Div.

“Having completed the duties assigned me in Washington,
I was en route to rejoin my command in the Valley,” October
1, 1864, and was within a few miles of my regiment when met
by Gen. Wilson bearing Special Orders, No. 45, from head-
quarters AL M. D., dated October 1, 1864, of which a copy is
appended. :

“I certify that I made every effort to get mustered, but
could not be granted time to go to mustering officer, as I was
not given even time to dismount at the front, which I lad
reached by a four days’ march and compelled to return at once
en route west in obedience to inclosed orders.

“1 am, Captain, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“B. W. WHITAKER,
“Captain, First Connecticat Cavalry.

“The records of the First Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers
account for Whitaker as captain of Company 1 thereof until
December 5, 1864, when he was mustered out of service as such.
to date from September 30, 1864, te enable him to avail himself
of promotion; and on the same day, December 3, 1864, Le was
mustered into service as a major of the regiment, at Kerns-
town, Va., to date from October 1, 1864. However, under the pro-
visions of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1884, and the
acts amendatory thereof, he was and is recognized by the War
Department as having been in the military service of the United
States as a major of the First Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers,
to take effect from September 14, 1864.

* On December 8, 1864, Whitaker was detailed for duty in an
order, as follows:

* [General Orders, No. 43—RExtract.]

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CavALeY DIvision,
“December 8, 1864,

“1. A general court-martial is hereby appointed to meet * # *
on the 10th day of December, 1864 * * * Detailed for the

court.
- * * - ® * .
“ Maj. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry,
- * * ® * * *

“ By command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Custer.
“L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General.
“ It appears that Whitaker continued on court-martial duty
until relieved in an order, as follows:

* [General Orders, No. 6—Extract.]

* HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY Divisiox,
“January 17, 1865.

“1. Maj. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, is re-
lieved from duty as a member of a general court-martial, of
which Lieut. Col. M. B. Birdseye, Second New York Cavalry, is
president, held at Winchester, Va.,, and convened by General
Orders, No. 43, of December 8, 1864, from these headquar-
ters.

* 2 * * * # *

“By command of Col. A, C. M. Pennington, commanding

division. :
“ L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutlant General,

#In the meantime Whitaker was appointed by the governor
of Connecticut to be lieutenant colonel of the regiment, to rank
as such from January 11, 1865. " He was mustered out of service
as major to date from January 16, 1865, to enable him to
accept promotion, and on January 17, 1865, he was mustered
into service as lieutenant colonel of the same regiment at Win-
chester, Va.

i e e e e e e M S R e s e e e s e
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“Copies of communications dated January 27, 1865, relating
to this officer are as follows:

F Hmnqumns THIED CAVALRY vamm-q,
“Januvary 27, 1865,
“Col. A. M. Ranpor,
“Commanding First Brigade.

“CloLoNEL: In compliance with orders from the acting chief of
Cavalry you will detail from each of your regiments 50 good
men, with the proper complement of officers, armed with sabers
and revolvers only, to be ready with three days' rations and the
usual amount of forage, to march at 7 o’clock a. m. to-morrow
from brigade headquarters under command of Lieut. Col. E. W.
Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, who has already been
notified from these headquarters. The horses will be selected
with a view to their being fit for travel, rough shod, etc., and
the men will be warmly clad.

“ By command of Col, Pennington, commnnding flivision.

. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjut{mt Gtm(‘ml.
“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY DIVISION,
“January 27, 1863,
“Col. A. M. Raxpo
“ Commanding First Brigade.

“ CoroneL; Pursuant to instructions from the acting chief of
Cavalry you will detail a major from your brigade to take com-
mand of the 200 men to start out to-morrow morning, in place
of Lieut. Col. E. W, Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry. You
will instruet the major fo report immediately for orders at
headguarters Cavalry M. M. Division, and will please send his
name up to these headquarters.

“ By command of Col, Pennington, commamﬂng division,

“ L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“He signed a record as lieutenant colonel commanding the
First Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers, near Winchester, Va.,
January 31, 1865 ; served as field officer’s court on February 2,
1865; and on February 3, 1865, was detailed on duty indicated
by communications as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS THiInp CAvarLry DIvIsION,
“ Pebruary 3, 1865,

“ CoroNEL: In accordance with orders from the chief of Cav-
alry you will detail from your command 100 men, with the proper
complement of commissioned and noncommissioned officers, to
be in readiness to march with a detachment of 200 men from the
Second Brigade at an early hour to-morrow morning.

“The horses selected will be well shod and in a good condition
to travel.

“The men will take three days’ rations and the usual amount
of forage and will be armed with pistols and sabers only.

“ Lieut, Col. B. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, will
take command of the entire party. You will direct him to report
in person at once to the chief of Cavalry for instructions. g

* The place of rendezvous and the hour of march will be desig-
nated hereafter.

“ By command of Col, W, Wells, commanding division.

“ L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant Gm:m!
“ Col. A. M. Ranpor,
“ Commanding First Brigade.

* HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE,
“THigp CAVALRY DIvIiSION,
“ February 3, 1865.
“ CoaaranpINGg OFFICER,
“ First Cennecticut Cavalry:

“The detail for special service from your regiment will re-
port at these headquarters at 6 a. m,, precisely, to-morrow the
4th instant.

“You will please direct Lieut. Col. Whitaker to report at
the above hour to take command of the detail.

“ Surg. G. A. Hurlbut will accompany the expedition.

“ By command of Col. A. M, Randol commanding brigade.

“Joux~ J. PIKE,
“ Lieutenant and Acting Assistant
“Adjutant General.
*“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY DIvisiox,
“ February 3, 1865.
“ (Col. Jorx J. COPPINGER,
“ Commanding Second Brigade.

“ CoronEL: The colonel commanding division directs that the

200 men ordered from your command to start out to-morrow

LIX 232

morning with Lieut. Col. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut
Cavalry, report at 6 o’clock, precisely, in front of First Brigade
lleadquﬂrters, where Col. Whitaker will take command of them
L L] - L] L
“Yery respectfully, ete.,
“ L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General,

“In his report of the Shenandoah Valley campaign, dated
February 3, 1866, and printed on pages 40-57 of the volume
last mentioned hereinbefore, Gen. Sheridan mentioned Whitaker
in terms as rollows

-

9 ‘On the .Jth of Fcbrumy Hurry Gilmor who appeared to be
the last link between Maryland and the Confederacy, and
whose person I desired in order that this link might be severed,
was made prisoner near Moorefield, his capture being very skill-
fully made by Col. (error, major and my guide only) Young, my
chief of scouts, and a party under Lieut. Col. Whitaker, First
Connecticut Cavalry, sent to support him. Gilmor and Mosby
carried on the same style of warfare, running trains off rail-
ways, robbing the passengers, ete.

* & * & * * ™

“Again, Whitaker was mentioned in connection with the same
incident, as follows:

“WixcHESTER, VA., February 6, 1865.
“{Received 1.50 p. m.)
“Maj. Gen. H. W, HALLECK,
“Chief of Staff:

“A small party, under command of Lieut. Col. Whitaker, sent
out by Gen. Merritt to break up Harry Gilmor's band, at a
point south of Moorefield, was quite successful. Maj. Young,
of my staff and chief of scouts, captured Harry Gilmor and
(did not bring him in) brought him in.

“P. H. SHERIDAN,.
“ Major General, Commanding.

“Whitaker made a report of the affair as follows:

“Caxr oF FmsT CoNNECTICUT CAVALRY,
“NEAR WINCHESTER, VA,
“ FPebruary 8, 1865.

“Major: I have the honor to report that, pursuant to in-
structions from general commanding corps, I collected my com-
mand for special duty, armed with sabers and pistols, and num-
bering 300, all from the Third Division Cavalry, at headquarters
First Brigade, at 6 a. m., the 4th instant, and moved out on
the Moorefield Pike for our destination. After halting three-
quarters of an hour for feed and coffee at Wardensville, or-
ganized the detachments into a regiment, and having a short
drill resumed the march at a rapid gait, striking the enemy's
scouts, which Maj. Young quickly drove off the pike toward
Harper's; column moving fast as possible, intending to sur-
prise the enemy's camp by moonlight, but at 12,30 at night, when
we had reached a covered point within 4 miles of Moorefield,
the sky clouded up, which induced me to halt for rest and feed
until 4 a. m. the 5th instant. In the meantime Maj. Young,
who had been a short distance in-my advance, was to send his
scouts into town and ascertain the exact location of Gilmor’'s
camp, which I had decided to strike at daylight. On moving
out at 4 a. m,, Capt. Hamilton, Eighth New York Cavalry, re-
ported to me the loss of two men by desertion during the halt;
the men being recent recruits from rebel States, I deemed it a
more unfortunate event than the next fact which was reported
by Maj. Young, i. e, his scouts had not been able to learn the
exact whereabouts of Gilmor or his camp. Reaching the out-
skirts of Moorefield before light, during a heavy snow squall, I
halted to await news from Maj. Young, who entered town with -
all of his party in search of information. I here became anxious
about the loss of time and moved on, sending word to the major
that he should go on down the South Fork till I found the enemy.
I left a detachment from the Second Ohio Cavalry to search
the town for soldiers, and moved at once across the stream
and turned to the left down the South Fork, Maj. Young taking
the advance, when, as it had become light enough, I discovered
several of the enemy mounted and rapidly moving across the
fields and hills on our right flank, taking the same direction as

.my column.

“ On communicating the fact to the scouts a lively race set in,
I following with my column in hopes of reaching their camp
before the alarm, which it would appear had not before been
given. The heuses on the banks of the fork were being hastily
searched by the scouts, when the large number of horses in the
stable next the road to Mr. Randolph’s house, 3 miles from
Moorefield, excited much suspicion; and as Maj. Young asked
the eolored woman sternly, * What soldiers were in the houses?’
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she at once replied, ‘Maj. Gilmor is upstairs.’ Maj. Young
immediately ‘surrounded the house and seized the major and
his cousin ‘Gilmor, late from Baltimore, both in bed. On my
learning that our prize had been found I halted column and pre-
pared to resist the attack of the enemy collecting on the bluff
over the house and river and on my right flank and rear. Find-
ing the position untenable and deeming it impossible to get more
of Gilmor’s band from their skillfully selected position, we made
haste in getting out, before which Maj. Gilmor had been brought
to me and placed at the head of the column; and as his men
were firing into us he shouted encouragement to them, feeling,
as he afterwards said, confident of release. On the return
march 1 placed Lieut. Brown, First Connecticut Cavalry, with
38 men who had been doing good service on the Petersburg
Road, in the rear, he having 15 Spencers for that use, with which
he suceessfully checked ench dash of the enemy. I took the
Romney Pike by advice of Maj. Young, who took the advance,
and turned over to me at different points on the route 12 men
eaptured about houses. The enemy last troubled my eolumn
as we were feeding at a point 35 miles from Moorefield and 8
from Romney. Though night had come on I did mot think it
wise to halt with prisoners, but resumed the march in passing
Hanging Rock Gap and reached Big Capon Bridge after mid-
night, when we halted for rest until daylight, the 6th instant,
on the forenoon of which I reached Winchester with prisoners,
having ridden near 140 miles in a little over 48 hours, over a
mountainous country, across swollen streams filled with floating
ice, and within the enemy’s lines, fully accomplishing the object
of the expedition without the loss of a man.

“1 can not commend too highly the zeal and hearty coopera-
tion evinced by Maj. Young, commanding Gen. Sheridan's
scouts, who accompanied me. To his personal gallantry is due
the sueccessful ‘bearding of the lion in his den.

“To the officers commanding the detachments from the
Second Ohio, Eighth New York. First New Hampshire, Twenty-
second New York, and First Connecticut Cavalry Regiments,
1 desire to express my thanks for prompt obedience to orders
and strict .attention to the eare of their ecommands, on which

* I confidently relied in anticipation of a better test than was
offered. To Surg. G. A. Hurlbut, First Connecticut Cavalry, who
accompanied me with ambulance, attendants, ete., I owe much
for valunable assistance rendered outside of his dufies. He
safely brought in two sick men and one accidentally wounded,
who were unable to ride.

“ Respectfully -submitted.

“E. W. WHITAKER,
“ Lieutenant Colenel First Connecticut Cavalry,
“Commanding Expedilion.
“ Maj. Wiznian RusseLn, Jr.,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“ Whitaker was recommended for special duty in a letter, as
follows :

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD 'CAVALRY Division,

. “February 11, 1865.
“Maj. Wrurian RUSSELL, Jr.,
“Assistant Adjutant General, Cavalry 3. M. Division.

“Nagor: In accordance from instructions from the Chief
of Cavalry just received, I have the honor to recommend Lieut.
Col. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, to the position
of division inspector, in place of Maj. E. M. Pope, ordered on
recruiting service.

“ Very respectfully, ete.
“@G. A. CusTER,
“ Brevet Major General Commanding.

“On the same day an order was issued as follows:

4 [Orders.]

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY DIvision,
“February 11, 1865.

“ Pivision field officer of the day, February 12, 1865: Lieut.
Col. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, .to report at
10 o'clock a. m. = :

“ By command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Custer.

‘L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General.
“The officer was detniled for special duty in -an order as
‘follows:
“ [8pecidl Orders, No, 145.]
“ HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY, MippLE MILITARY DIVISION, .
“February 12, 1865.

“1, Lieut. Col. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry,.is

thereby detailed as assistant adjutant inspector general, Third

Cavalry Division, vice Lieut. Col. B. M. Pope, detailed on
recruiting service. Lieut. Col. Whitaker will report in person
without delay to Bvt. Maj. Gen. Custer, commanding.
“ By command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Merrktt.
“ War. RusseLy, Jr.,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“On February 13, 1863, a regimental -order was issued in

‘the name of this officer, as lieutenant colonel commanding
First Connecticut Cavalry, and he signed orders issued on

February 16, 18, 19, and 23, 1865. from the headquarters
of the Third Cavalry Division, as lientenant colonel of the
First Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers and acting assistant in-
spector general.

“In a eommunication dated February 21, 1865, Whitaker was
mentioned as follows.

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD Diviston CAVALRY, -

) “February 21, 1865.
“ Col. PENNINGTON, :

“ Commanding First Brigade:

“ Gen. Crook, Gen. Kelley, and other officers were captured
last night by about 60 men belonging to MecNeill's command.
The force were hurrying toward Romney. The chief of cavalry
directs that a force be sent immediately from this division to
intercept them, if possible. Have 300 of your best mounted
men get ready at once, with two days' rations and one of forage,
1 would suggest that the men be selected from the different
regiments. Do mot detail an officer of higher rank than
major to accompany the expedition, as Tieut. Col. Whitaker
will go in command. Have the men rendezvous at your head-
quarters,

“ Very respectfully, ete,
/ “@G. A, CUSTER,
“ Brevet Major General, Commanding.
“ The result-of the attempt to recapture the general officers is
set forth in a Teport as follows:
“ HEADQUARTERS THiRD DIvision CAVALRY,
“ Mimbpre MimiTary DIVISION,
: “ February 28, 1865.

“ Caprarx: 1 have the honor ‘to report that pursuant to in-

structions from general commanding division to recapture gen-

eral officers taken by enemy at Cumberland, Md., early the 21st

instant, T moved at 9 a. m. that day, with 340 men, for Moore-
field, Va., which point I reached at 1.30 p. m. the 22d instant,
and there learned that the enemy, with important prisoners, had
crossed the Moorefield and Winchester Plke 2 miles from town

at about 1 p. m. the 21st instant, and that a party of Federal

cavalry from New Creek were in the town immediately after
but had returned. I.at once sent an -officer to.communicate with
the latter force—the camp fires eould be seen about 5 miles out
of ld—and then returned to the trail of the enemy, which
I carefully examined and found fo have been made by about 56
mounted men in crossing my route, apparently in haste,
obliquely, and from morthwest to :southeast, from a_ wooded
path on my right down a steep declivity into woods on my left.
Here obtaining conclusive proof that the ‘trail was made at or
about 1 p. m. the previous day, giving the enemy over 12 hours
in my advance, I decided to not pursue, my horses having been
badly jaded in breaking a foot of snow over the mountains and
in consideration of the prospects of not overtaking the enemy
till he had reached assistance in the valley. The citizens stated
he had discovered the near approach of the New Creek Cavalry.
The prospect of rain induced me to return rapidly campward, via
the Back Creek Road. -

“ The officer whom I sent to commmunicate with the New Creek
Cavalry soon rejoined me, with verbal statement from Col
Greenfield, Twenty-second Pennsylvania Cavalry, to the effect
that his advance, 400 men, under a major, had seen the enemy
with prisoners between 1 and 2 p. m. the day previous moving
off from the Romney and Moorefield pike, with such an accession
to their numbers as to make an attack on them hazardous;
therefore he had not attacked them, but desired to cooperate
with me if T was about to pursue. I had moved out too far to
return a reply, and still continued mareh, with occasional annoy-
ances from bushwackers in rear, to Cacapon bridge, where
bivonacked last night, arriving in camp at noon to-day after
much frouble in crossing the rapidly swelling streams.

“ My loss was none, except in horses, a few. Four of enemy
taken prisoners en roufe.

“1 desire to express my 'thanks to Maj. McClong, Third New
Jersey Cavalry, and Lieut. Haswell, Gen. Custer’s escort, First
Vermont Cavalry, for zealous aid and ‘hearty cooperation in
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efforts to accomplish the object of the'expeditlon, which I much
regret to report a failure,

“I am, Captain, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

. “B. W. WHITAKER,
“Lieutenant Colonel First Connecticut Cavalry,
“Aeting Assistant Inspector General Third Division Cavalry.
“ Capt. L. SIEBERT,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“A record of the Third Cavalry Division, Middle Military Divi-
sion, for the month of February, 1865, accounts for this officer
as acting assistant inspector general on the staff of the general
commanding.

*“In a report of Gen. Merritt relative to operations of Cavalry
forces, dated May 7, 1865, and printed on pages 484 to 488,
part 1, Volume XLVI, same publication as the one referred to
hereinl}efore Whitaker was referred to as follows:

* * * * * * *

“¢March 2, the command arriving at Staunton, a force was
detached from the First Division to go to Swoopes Station,
where it was reported the enemy had stored supplies of war.
This expedition found immensé quantities of commissary, quar-
termaster’s, and ordnance stores, which it destroyed. The main
column, the Third Division in advance, moved toward Waynes-
borough, where the enemy was found, strongly posted behind
barricades and rifle pits. Gen. Custer, after engaging the en-
emy’s artillery with his own for a short time, moved three
regiments, under direction of Col. Whitaker, First Connecticut,
to the left flank and rear of the enemy and routed him, with
the loss of but 3 or 4 men to our command, capturing over 1,000
prisoners, the enemy’s artillery and wagon train, eontaining all
the wardrobe, papers, etc., of the officers of Early's depleted
army. This event opened the roads for unresisted advance on
the James River and all the roads and means of supply north of
Richmond. All the eaptures which could not be carried away
were destroyed. The prisoners and some few pieces of artillery
were ordered back to Winchester, under a mounted guard of
about 1,500 mounted and dismounted men, under Col. Thompson,
First New Hampshire Cavalry.

- - L] - - - L

“ (Gen, Custer, in a report dated March 20, 1865, and printed
on pages 501 to 504, same volume, stated as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY DIvision,
“Mipbre Mrnrrary Divisiow,
“White House, Va., March 20, 1865.
“T have the honor to submit the following report of the opera-
tions of my command since February 27, 1865. * * * (On the
2d we moved to Staunton, where the command was halted for
a short interval. In accordance with verbal orders receivéd from
the major general commanding the expedition, I then marched to-
ward Waynesborough. * * * Our march was necessarily slow.
Upon reaching Fishersville, 6 miles from Staunton, our advance
struck the enemy’s pickets and drove them in the direction of
Waynesborough. Upon arriving at the latter point we found
the enemy in force, posted behind a formidable line of earth-
works. *® * * A careful reconnaissance along his entire line
convinced me that the enemy had a heavy force of infantry
behind his work, while 10 pieces of artillery were in position
and completely covered his front. But one point seemed favor-
able for attack. The enemy's left flank, instead of resting on
South River, was thrown well forward, leaving a short gap
between his left and the river. The approach to this point
could be made under cover of the woods. I directed Lieut. Col.
Whitaker, of my staff, to conduct three regiments of Penning-
ton's brigade to our extreme right. Selecting three regiments
armed with Spencer carbines, they were moved, dismounted
under cover of the woods, to the point previously indicated,
where they were held in readiness to charge the enemy's left.
* = % With reference to the conduct of the officers and men
of my command throughout the entire expedition, both when
engaged with the enemy and while on the march, I have nothing
but words of the highest praise and commendation to offer.
As a special report will be made, making mention of those who
are particularly deserving and meritorious, none of the many
instances of personal gallantry and merit as displayed on the
late expedition are mentioned in this report.
“ I am, very respectfully, yours, ete.,
“ G. A, CUSTER,
“ Brevel Major Gencral,
# Capt. E. M. BAKER, :
“Acting Assistant Adjutant General,
“ Cavalry, Middle Military Dicision.

“In a report dated March 19, 1865, and printed on pages 504-
508, same volume, the officer is referred to as follows:
* HEADQUARTERS F'IRST BRIGADE,
“ Tamp DivisioN, Cavarey Cores,
“Near White House Landing, Va., March 19, 1863.

“ CApraIn : I have the honor to submit the following report of
the operations of my brigade during the recent cavalry expedi-
tion from February 27 to present date: * * * The First
Connecticut Cavalry, commanded on this occasion by Lieut. Col.
E, W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, acting assistant in-
spector general, Third Cavalry Division, sent out a reconnais-
sance of one squadron toward the enemy from the right of my
line, while a battalion of the Second New York moved down the
Telegraph Road. The squadron of the Pirst Connecficut, ac-
companied by Lieut. Col. Whitaker, was ambushed by infantry
and cavalry, losing ene officer (Lieut. J. W. Clark) killed and
two men missing. This reconnaissdince ascertained that the
enemy were in force and that they had both infantry and
eavalry; % ‘¥ *

* I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant.
“A. C. M. PENNINGTON,
: “ Colonel Commanding Brigade.

“Capt. L. W. BARNHART, .

“Acting Assistant Adjutant General,
: “ Third Division, Cavalry Corps.

“Whitaker applied for leave of absence in a letter as follows:

* HEADQUARTERS THIED CAVALEY DIVISION, .

“White House, Va., March 23, 1863,

“ Lieut, Col. F. H. NEWHALL, ;
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“Coroxgr: I have the honor to make application for five days’
leave of ahsence to visit Georgetown, D. (., and permission to
apply for five days’ extension, should it be necessary, and my
command unengaged. Reason: The most important private
business, which if longer postponed will compel me to leave the
service. Have not received the benefit of leave of absence gince
January, 1864,

“1 am, Colonel,

“Very respectfully, your ebedient servant,
“E. W. WHITAKER,
“ Lieutenant Colonel First Connecticut Infaniry,
“Acting Assistant Inspector General.

“The application was returned with indorsement: ‘Not
granted for the present.’

“A record of the Third Cavalry Division, Middle Military
Division, for the month of March, 1865, accounts for Whitaker
as acting assistant Inspector general on the staff of the general
commanding.

“On April 16, 1865, Whitaker applied for leave of absence for
15 days. The leave was granted, and on April 19, 1865, an
order was issued as follows:

“[Special Orders, No. 20.]

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALEY DIVISION,
“April 19, 1865.

“[Extract.]
* * * » * * *

“ 2. During the temporary absence of Lieut. Col. E. W. Whit-
aker, First Connecticut Cavalry, acting assistant inspector gen-
eral, the duties of that department will be performed by Col.
E. M. Pope, Eighth New York Cavalry. He will be obeyed and
respected accordingly.

* * ® * * * *

“By command of Byvt. Maj. Gen. Custer, acting adjutant
general,

“ Gen. Sheridan, in a letier to the Secretary of War dated
April 19, 1865, and published on pages 1111-1114 of the volume
last mentioned hereinbefore, recommmended that certain officers
be promoted or brevetted, Whitaker being referred to as fol-
lows:

* * * * * * *

“!Lieut. Col. E. W. Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry,
[acting] assistant inspector general, Third Cavalry Division, to
be brevet brigadier general of Volunteers for gallantry and skill
displayed in turning the enemy's left flank at Wayneshoro
March 2, 1865, and for gallantry and uniform good conduct at
the Battles of Five Forks, April 1, and Appomattox Station,
April 8, 1865, and throughout the entire campaign.’

- &> * * * * ® *
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“An order was issued on April 21, 1865, as follows:
“[General Orders, No. 22.]
“ HeapQUARTERS THiRD CAVALRY DIVISION,
“April 21, 1865.

“The brevet major general commanding hereby announces the
following staff officers of the division: Lient. Col. E. W.
Whitaker, First Connecticut Cavalry, acting assistant inspector
general. * * * They will be obeyed and respected accord-
ingly.

“ By eommand of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Custer, Assistant Adjutant
General.

“ On April 28, 1865, the governor of Connecticut addressed a
letter to the Secretary of War as follows:

“ StaTE oF CoxNNECTICUT, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
“ Norwich, April 28, 1865.

“ Sm: I am informed that Lieut. Col. B. W. Whitaker, of the
First Connecticut Cavalry, has been strongly recommended by
Gens. Sheridan and Custer for promotion to the rank of brevet
brigadier® general.

“1 take great pleasure in adding my testimony as to the
valor and merits of Col. Whitaker.

“T am, with high consideration.

“Your obedient servant,
“Wu. A, BUCKINGHAM,
_ % @Governor of Connecticut.

“Hon. B. M. STANTON,

“ Secretary of War.

*“(Nore—No record has been found of the recommendation
referred to as having been made by Gen. Custer.)

“Hon. L. B S. Foster, then Senator from the State of Con-
necticut, addressed the Secretary of War on April 29, 1865, by
letter as follows: . -
“NorwicH, CoNx., April 29, 1865.

“ gp: I would respectfully recommend Col. B. W. Whitaker,
of the First Connecticut Cavalry, for promotion to the rank of
brevet brigadier general. He enlisted as a private in the first
regiment raised in this State, served out his three months, re-
enlisted, and has worked his way to his present position by
sheer merit. He is well educated, thoroughly correct in his
habits, and of excellent character. As an officer he is bold and
dashing without rashness; in a word, an accomplished soldier.

“(Gens. Sheridan and Custer both recommend him strongly.
May I not hope that he will be recommended? With great re-
spect, I am,

“ Your obedient servant,
“L. F. 8. FoSTER.

“Mr, Secretary STANTORN.

“ On May 19, 1865, Whitaker was appointed brigadier general
of Volunteers, by brevet, apparently upon the recommendation
of Gen. Sheridan of April 19, 1865, as set forth hereinbefore,
and he was notified of the appointment in a letter as follows:

“WAr DEPARTMENT, -
“ Washington, May 19, 1865.

« Qe: You are hereby informed that the President of the
United States has appointed you, for gallantry and uniform
good conduct, a-brigadier general of Volunteers, by brevet, in
the service of the United States, to rank as such from the 13th
day of March, 1865. Should the Senate af their next session
advise and consent thereto, you will be commissioned accord-
ingly.

“ Immediately on receipt hereof please to communicate to this
department, through The Adjutant General's Office, your ac-
ceptance or nonacceptance of said appointment, and with your
letter of acceptance return to The Adjutant General of the Army
the oath herewith inclosed, properly filled up, subscribed, and
attested, reporting at the same time your age, residence when
" appointed, and the State in which you were born.

“ EpwiN M. STANTOR,
“ Secretary of War.
“ Bvt. Brig. Gen. E. W. WHITAKER, :
“ United States Volunteers (through Maj. Gen. Sheridan).

% Upon receipt thereof Whitaker forwarded the usual oath of
office and a statement as to his age, birthplace, and residence,
with a letter, of which the following is a copy:

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY DIVISION,
“ARMY OF THE PoTOMAC,
“May 22, 1865.
“ Brig. Gen. B. D. TowsseExp, Adjutant General.

“ GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt and ae-
ceptance of the appointment of brigadier general of Volunteers,
by brevet, under date of May 19, 1865, and to forward herewith

.

the oath of office subscribed and attested, together with report
giving age, birthplace, ete. B
“ 1 have the honor, General, to be, -
“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“HE. W, WHITAKER,
% Lieutenant Colonel First Connecticut Cavalry,
“ Brevel Brigadier General Volunteers.
“It appears that in the meantime Whitaker was on duty as
Acting Assistant Inspector General on the staff of the general
commanding the Third Cavalry Division from April 21, 1865,
until the issue of an order as follows:
*“ [General Orders, No. 2.]
“ HEADQUARTERS CAvALRY CoRPS,
“ DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
“ May 25, published May 30, 1865.
“The major general commanding announces the following-
named officers as composing his staff:
“ Bvt. Brig. Gen. I8, W, Whitaker, Assistant Inspector General
and Chief of Staff.

* » * * ® * *

“ By command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Davies.
“Tros, C. LEBo,
“Acting Assistant Adjutant General.
“On May 25, 1865, an order was issued as follows:
“ [Special Orders, No. 33.]

“ HEADQUARTERS THIRD CAVALRY DIVISION,
“ May 25, 1865.

“Bvt. Maj. M. A. Stone, First Vermont Cavalry, is hereby
detailed for duty at these headquarters as acting assistant in-
spector general of the Third Cavalry Division. He will report
to Bvt. Brig. Gen. Whitaker, Acting Assistant Inspector Gen-
eral, Cavalry Corps, to-morrow morning at 8 o'clock a. m. for
instructions,

“ By command of Brig. Gen. Capehart.

“H. M. BURLEIGH,
“ Assistant Adjutant General.

“In a letter dated May 30, 1865, Whitaker wrote to Brig. Gen.
Wells, commanding the Third Division of Cavalry, making in-
quiry as to the name of an officer ‘ whom you spoke of to me
as one who would make a good staff officer.’

“A record of the Cavalry Corps, Department of Washington,
for the month of May, 1865, dated near Alexandria, Va., June 19,
1865, accounts for this officer as acting assistant inspector gen-
eral on the staff of the commanding general, with entries show-
ing that he was appointed May 25, 1865, and joined the same day.

“ On June 11, 18635, the officer received leave of absence in an

order as follows:
“ [Special Orders, No. 18.]
“ HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY CORPS,
*“ DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
“June 11, 1865.
* * * *® * *® L
“3 Teave of absence is granted to the following-named

officers :
“ Bvt. Brig. Gen. E. W. Whitaker, assistant inspector general
and chief of staff, Cavalry Corps, for five days.

® * * * 3 * * L]

“(Note—Order not signed, but previous order, dated June
10, 1865, signed by command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Davies, W. Har-
per, jr., Major and Acting Assistant Adjutant General.)

“A record of the Cavalry Corps, Department of Washington,
for the month of June, 1865, dated at Clouds Mill, July 1, 1865,
accounts for Whitaker as assistant inspector general and chief
of staff of the general commanding.

“On July 11, 1865, Whitaker addressed a communication to
superior authority, as follows: - :

# HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY CoRrPS,
4 DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
July 11, 1865.

“ Col. T. S. BowERs,
“ 4 gsistant Adjutant General, Uniled States Army.

# OorowEL: I have the honor to apply for assignment to duty
with brevet rank in any division, department, or district it may
please the Lieutenant (General Commanding the Armies of the
United States to designate.

“ Wonld respectfully beg leave to state that I have served dur-
ing the whole war in extreme front; that I am taking steps to
enter the Regular service with recommendations from Gens.
Sheridan, Custer, Wilson, Kilpatrick, Davies, Crook, and Kautz;
and that the duties of attending the muster out and breaking
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up of the Cavalry Corps, on which I have been retained by order

of Gen. Auger, is nearly complete.

“I am, Colonel, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

“H. W. WHITAKER,
* Brevet Brigadier General, United States Volunteers,
“Acting Inspector General and Chief of Stajf,
“ Lieutenant Colonel Flirst Connecticut Cavalry.

“The letter of July 11, 1865, was forwarded, recommended,
by the commanding officer of the Cavalry Corps, Department of
Washington, and was forwarded to the Headquarters of the
Army by the department commander without recommendation.
Nothing has been found of record to show the action finally
taken on the application.

“On July 18, 1865, an order was issued, a pertinent extract
of which is as follows:

“ [8pecial Orders, No. 173.]

* HEADQUARTEES DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
“ Washington, D. C., July 18, 1865.
- E ® * = * ®

“ 7. The Cavalry Corps having been discontinued by the mus-
ter out of regiments composing the same, all officers and enlisted
men heretofore on detached duty with said corps, unless other-
wise ordered, will at once join their proper regiments.

“ Under the provisions of General Orders, No. 106, of June 2,
1865,. War Department, Adjutant General’s Office, all general
and General Staff officers heretofore serving with the Cavalry
Corps of this department, unless otherwise ordered by higher
authority, will proceed to their respective homes, and thence
report by letter to The Adjutant General of the Army.

., “The commanding officer of the Cavalry Corps will report to
these headquarters the names and residences of the officers re-
lieved by this order.

“ By command of Maj. Gen. C. C. Augur.

“R. CHANDLER,
“Assistant Adjutant General.
“ TFollowing is a copy of an order relative to this officer issued
on July 20, 1865 :
* [Special Orders, No. 175.]
“ HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
“ TwENTY-SECOND ArMY CoRrPs,
“ Waskingion, D. C., July 20, 1865.

“Leave of absence for 10 days is granted to Bvt. Brig. Gen.
E. W. Whitaker, of the First Regiment of Connecticut Cavalry,
to enable him to proceed to Connecticut on important private
business.

“At the expiration of this time he will report to the chief
mustering officer of his State.

“ By command of Maj. Gen. Augur.

“R. CHANDLER,
“Assistant Adjutant General.
“YWhitaker reported, as directed in the second paragraph of
the foregoing order, in a letter, as follows:
“ALLYN HoOUSE,
L “ Hartford, Conn., July 28, 1863.
“Lieut. Col. C. C. GILBERT,
“ Chief Mustering Officer, State of Connecticut.

“CorongL: I have the honor fo report to you, in compliance’

with a paragraph from a Special Order No. 175, dated July 20,
1865, from headquarters, Quartermasters ent of Wash-
Angton, which grarts me a leave of absence for 10 days. At the
expiration of the 10 days, which is day after to-morrow, the
80th instant, it was expected that the First Connecticut Cavalry
would have arrived here for muster out. That regiment is still
detained on duty, from which it may be relieved any day.

“ T would respectfully request orders or instructions at your
earliest convenience.

2 “I am, Colonel, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“HE. W. WHITAKER,
‘ Brevet Brigadier General,
- “ Lieutenant Colonel First Connecticut Cavalry.

“The letter of July 28, 1865, was duly received at the office of
the chief mustering oflicer for Connecticut. Nothing has been
found of record to show what action, if any, was taken thereon,
but, as recited hereinafter, it appears that Whitaker remained in
the State until the arrival there of the First Connecticut
Cavalry.

“Ina letter dated at Ashford, Conn., Augnst 8, 1865, Whitaker
reported to the War Department for orders, and on Aungust 19,
1865, he was advised that as his regiment had been mustered out
of service he should apply to the chief mustering officer for the
State for his dtscharge papers,

““The regiment was mustered out of the military service of
the United States Augunst 2, 1865, at Washington, D. C. The
muster-ont roll of the field and staff accounts for Whitaker at
the time as absent from the regiment with leave, but, neverthe-
less, under the terms of orders then in force, lie was honorably
discharged from the military service of the United States on that
date by reason of the muster out of the regiment, and informa-
tion furnished by the Treasury Department shows that he was
finally paid on the muster-out roll mentioned at New Haveu.
Conn., August 17, 1865.

“On August 22, 1865, an order was issued from the War De-
partment, pertinent extracts from which are as follows:

“ [General Orders, No. 183.1
“WAR I DEPARTMENT,
“ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“ Washington, August 22, 1865.
“Appointments by brevet in the Armies of the United States
made by the President since the publication of General Orders,
No. 97, of May 26, 1865:
® L

* L3 *® * Ld
“ Yolunteer foree, i
*® Ll * & * - & ®
“To be brigadier generals by brevet,
* * * * * F ®

“Col. E. W. Whitaker, of the First Connecticut Cavalry, for
gallantry and uniform good conduet, to date from March 13,
1860

* * * * - *

b By order of the Secretary of War:

“E. D. TowNSEND,
“Assistant Adjutant General.

“The nomination of the officer as brevet brigadier general of
Volunteers was presented to the United States Senate for con-
sideration; was confirmed by that body on March 12, 186G, and
thereupon the usual commission was issued on April 9, 1866,
entries appearing therein showing that the appointment was to
date from March 13, 1865, and was granted *for gallantry and
uniform good conduct.’ The commission was sent to the gov- -
ernor of Connecticut May 12, 1866, for delivery to the officer.

‘“Gen. Whitaker alleges that he participated in 82 different
engagements of the Civil War, and has submitted to this depart-
ment a list of such engagements, a few less in number, but it
is impossible to ascertain from the records in the department
whether or not he participated in all of those engagements,
because the official records do not, as a rule, show all the en-
gagements in which an officer or enlisted man participated,
and no such complete data have been found of reeord in the
case of this officer. When specifically mentioned in connection
with any particular engagement, such mention is, of course,
evidence of participation, but as the records pertaining to mili-
tary services in that war were usually made out monthly or
bimonthly and do not show engagements in which individunals

‘took part, the department has no means of obtaining definite

information regarding individual participation in engagements,
even though the organization took part therein, unless the indi-

| vidual is specifically mentioned in connection therewith, or

unless it should happen that the organization engaged in some
action on the very date of the monthly or bimonthly record, in
which event the presence of a man with the organization on
that date would indicate participation, Then the fuet that an
organization engaged in certain battles, coupled ywith the addi-
tional fact that there is nothing in the records to show that the
officer or enlisted man was absent at the time, is also an indi-
cation of individual participation, although not conclusive.

“ Following is a list of engagements submitted to this depart-
ment by Gen. Whitaker in which he alleges that he took part.
Opposite each engagement will be found the letter A, B, C, or
D; the letter A indicating that the officer is mentioned
cifically as having participated.in that engagement; the lefter
B indicating that, by reason of his stations or duties, he prob-
ably participated in that engagement; the letter O indicating
that nothing has been found of record in this department show-
ing or tending to show that he was a participant in that en-
gagement; and the letter D indieating that no record has been
found in the War Department of any engagement at the time
and place mentioned.

“ Pirst Bull Run, July 21, 186¢1. (B.)

“Action near Spotted Tavern, Virginia, April 17, 1862, and
capture of Falmouth. (B.)

“Tirst raid Virginia Central Railroad, July 19 (capture of
Mosby at Beaver Dam Station, Va.) to 22, 1862, (B.)

“Action near Carmel Church, July 22, 1862. (B.)

[N
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‘ * Qecond raid on Virginia Central Railroad, July 24, 1862.
D)
“Third raid on Virginia Central Railroad, August 6-7, 1862,
(B.)
“ Cedar Mountain, August 9, 1862. (B.)
“ Fords of Rapidan, August 18-19, 1862. (B.)
“ Brandy Station, August 20, 1862. (B.)
“ Rappahannock Station, August 20 to 23, 1862. (B.)
“Thoroughfare Gap, August 27 and 28, 1862. (B.)
“ Giroveton, August 29, 1862. (B.)
“ Bull Run, August 30, 1862, (B.)

“ Sudley Church, November 3, 1862. (C.)
“ White Plains, November 8, 1862. (D.)
“ Fredericksburg, December 13, 1862. (B.)

“ Chancellorsville campaign, April 26 to May 6, 1863. (B.)

“ Stoneman’s raid, April 29 to May 7, 1863. (B.)
“ Louisa Court House, May 2, 1863. (B.)
“ Portifications of Richmond, May 4, 1863. (B.)

“ Ayletts Ferry, May 5, 1863. (B.)

“ Brandy Station, June 9, 1863. (B.)
“Aldie, June 17, 1863. (B.)
“ Hanover, Pa., June 30, 1863. (B.)

“ (jettysburg, Pa., July 1 to 3, 1863. (A.)
“ Monterey, Md., July 4, 1863. (A.)

“ Williamsport, July 6, 1863. (A.)

“ Funktown, July 9, 1863. (A.)

“ Jones Cross Roads, July 10, 1863. (B.)
“ Falling Waters, July 14, 1863. (B.)

“ Culpeper Court House and Brandy Station, Va., September
13. 1863. (B.)

“ Rappahannock River, September 15 and 16, 1863. (B.)

“ Itobertsons River, September 17-24, 1863. (B.)

“ Whites Ford, at Liberty Mills, September 22, 1863. (B.)

“ Hazell River, October 7, 1863. (C.)

“ James City, October 9 and 10, 1863. (A.)

“ Rappahannock River, October 11 to 15, 1863.

“ Buckland Mills, October 19, 1863. (B.)

“ NMortons Ford, November 15, 1863. (D.)

“ Raccoon Ford, December 5, 1863. (B.)

“ Illis Ford, January 18, 1864. (B.)

“ Stephenburg, January 19, 1864, (D.)

“ Raid on Richmond, February 28 to March 4, 1864.

“ South Anna River, February 29, 1864. (B.)

“ Wortifications of Richmond and Ashland, March 1, 1864
(B.)

% Old Church at Walkerstown, March 2, 1864. (B.)

“ (Craig’s Meeting House, May 5, 1864. (B.)

“Todd's Tavern, May 6, 1864, (B.)

« Spotsylvania Court House and Wilderness, May 8, 1864,
(B.)

“ Qheridan’s Raid on Haxhalls Landing, May 9 to 20, in-
cluding Beaver Dam Station, May 9 and 10, 1864. (B.)

“ Yellow Tavern, May 11, 1864. (B.)

% Meadow Bridge and Fortifications of Richmond, May 12,
1864. (B.)

“ Aechums Creek, Hanover Court House, May 31, 1864. (B.)

“Ashland, June 1, 1864. (B.)

“ Hawes Shop, June 2, 1864.

(B.)

(B.)

(B.)

“ 0ld Church, June 10 and 11, 1864. (B.)
“ Loug Bridge, June 12, 1864. (B.)
“ White Oak Swamp, June 13, 1864. (B.)

“ Qt, Mary's Church, June 15, 1864. (B.)

“ taid on Danville and Welden Railroad Junction, June 22 to
29, including Nottaway Court House, June 23, 1864. (A.)

“ Roanoke Station, June 25, 1864. (B.)

“ Stony Creek, June 28, 1864. (A.)

“ Reams Station, June 29, 1864. (A.)

“ Defense at Washington, July 11 to 13, 1864,

“ Summit Point, August 21, 1864. (A,)

“ C'harlestown, August 24 and 25, 1864. (A.)

“ Kearneyville, August 25 and 26, 1864. (A.)

“ Lacys Springs, December 21, 1864. (B.)

“(apture of Harry Gilmor, February 6, 1865. (A.)_

“ Qheridan’s Raid from Winchester to Petersburg, February
97 to March 19, including Waynesboro, March 2, and Ashland,
March 15, 1865. (A))

“ Dinwiddie Court House, March 31, 1865. (B.)

“ Irive Forks, April 1, 1865. (A.)

“Deep Creek, April 3, 1865. (B.)

“ Sailors Creek, April 6, 1865. (B.)

“ Appomattox Station, April 8, 1865.

(A)

(A.)

« Appomattox Court House, April 9. At head of charge receiv-
ing surrender of Lee's army, 1865. (A.)

“On April 4, 1866, Maj. Gen. P. H. Sheridan addressed the
Secretary of War as follows:
% HEADQUARTERS, MILITARY DIVISION oF THE (GULF,
“ New Orleans, La., April 4, 1866.
“To the Hon. E. M. STANTON, :
“ Secretary of War, Washington, D, C.

“Dear Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a list of
officers of the Regular and Volunteer service whose promotion
or appointment in the Regular Army, upon its reorganization, I
would suggest and recommend for gallant and meritorious serv-
ices during the Rebellion.

“ 1 am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“P. H. SHERIDAN,
“ Major Gereral, United States Army.

“ Accompanying the letter of April 4, 1866, was a list bearing
the name of E. W. Whitaker, with the recommendation that he
be appointed captain of Cavalry.

“In a letter dated October 13, 1866, Gen. U. 8. Grant addressed
the Secretary of War as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES,
“ Washington, October 13, 1866.
“ Hon. E. M. STANTON,
“ Secretary of War.

Sm: I have the honor to forward herewith lists of recom-

mendations for company officers of Infantry and Cavalry.
“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“ 1. S. GranT, General.

“ Accompanying the letter of October 13, 1866, was a list bear-
ing the name of E. W. Whitaker, with the recommendation that
he be appointed captain of Cavalry.

“ Again, on October 17, 1866, Gen. Grant addressed the Secre-
tary of War as follows:

“ HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES,
. “ Washington, October 17, 1866.
“Hon. E. M. STANTON,
* Secretary of War.

“ Qir: In view of the fact that the Seventh Regiment of Cav-
alry is already nearly full and yet is almost without company
officers, that the men will desert rapidly unless company officers
are appointed, and that the regiment is needed at once for serv-
ice ngainst the Indians, I would urgently recommend that the
company officers be appointed without delay. I submit a special
list of recommendations for company officers of this regiment
herewith.

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“ . 8. Grant, General.

“ In the list accompanying the letter Whitaker was once moro
recommended for appointment as captain of Cavalry.

“The letter of October 17, 1866, was referred to the President
by the Secretary of War on October 18, 1866, and the recom-
mendations made therein were approved by the President on the
same day.

“Thereupon a notification of appointment was prepared, as
follows:

“WAR DEPARTMENT,
“ Washington, October 18, 1866.

“Qm+ You are hereby informed that the President of the
United States has appointed you captain in the Seventh Regi-
ment of Cavalry, in the service of the United States, to rank as
such from the 28th day of July, 1866. Should the Senate at
their next session advise and consent thereto, you wi'l be com-
missioned accordingly.

“ rmmediately on receipt hereof please to communicate to this
department, through The Adjutant General's Office, your accept-
ance or nonacceptance of said appointment, and, with your letter
of acceptance, return to The Adjutant General of the Army the
oath herewith inclosed, properly filled up, subscribed, and at-
tested, reporting at the same time your age, residence when ap-
pointed, and the State in which you were born.

“ You will report for examination to the board convened to
meet in thig city on the 24th instant, and of which Bvt., Maj.
Gen. David Hunter, colonel, United States Army, is president;
and so soon as notified by the president of the examining board
that you have passed a satisfactory examination you will pro-
ceed without delay to join your regiment at Fort Riley, Kans.

“ EpwiN M. STANTON,
* Secretary of War.

“ Capt. E. W. WHITAKER,

“ Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry,
“ Hartford, Conn.

“The notice of his appointment was sent addressed to Gen.

Whitaker, at Hartford, Conn., November 6, 1866. No response
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having been received from him, on'April 27, 1867, a communica-
tion was on that date addressed fo the postmaster at Hartford,
Conn., by this department, in which a statement was requested
showing whether the appointment had been delivered to Gen.
Whitaker or remained in the post office uncalled for. In re-
sponse the postmaster informed this department that Gen. Whit-
aker was then a resident of Hartford, and with the Connecticut
General Life Insurance Co., and that without doubt his letters
would be placed in the drawer of that company. It does not ap-
pear from the records that he accepted or acknowledged the
receipt of the appointment, or that he appeared before the
board for examination, or that he declined it in sany manner
other than the declination that was presumed by his failure to
acknowledge the receipt of it.

“ The matter was presented to the Secretary of War by The
Adjutant General of the Army in a communication of which the
following is a pertinent extract:

* & *® * * & *

“* List of full appointments issued prior to December 1, 1866,
which have not been accepted, although every endeavor has been
made to ascertain the addresses of the appointees. Agreeably to
the orders of the Secretary of War, these persons were also
notified of their appointment through the press March 8, 1867,
and that if not accepted on or before May 20 the appointments
would be eanceled. \

‘“Name: 7. Whitaker, E. W.

“*Appointment: Captain, Seventh Cavalry.

“* Recommended by: Gen. Grant on Army record; no resi-
dence stated.

® * * * Ld * *

** Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War with the
recommendation that the appointments of the above-named
persons be canceled.

“*J. C. KEELTON,

“Assistant Adjutant General.
“The recommendation was approved, as indicated by in-
dorsements appearing on the communication; as follows:
“*The recommendation of The Adjutant General is approved
and submitted to the President, with the recommendation that
the appointinents be canceled for want of acceptance in' due
time, and that other applicants be appointed in their stead.
“‘Epwin M. STANTON,
“+ Secretary of War.
“fApproved :
“‘AxDREW JOHNSON.
“ On June 20, 1867, the appointment of Gen. Whitaker, as set
forth in the letter of October 18, 1866, hereinbefore, was canceled.
“ With regard to the statement in the accompanying bill to
the effect that Gen. Whitaker ‘declined to accept an appoint-
ment issued to him as eaptain in the Seventh Regiment, United

-States Cavalry,’ because of disability ineurred in the last en-

gagement in which he participated, it should be remarked that
nothing has been found in the official records of the War Deparf-
ment showing or tending to show that he incurred any dis-
ability whatever in the engagement referred to or that he was
under treatment for any wound, injury, or disease, other than
in the Seminary General Hospital in the months of July and
August, 1863, as set forth hereinbefore.

“In a letter addressed to President Grant on July 12, 1876,
Gen. Whitaker solicited an appointment in the Regular Army.
The letter, with accompanying papers, was referred to the
Secretary of War for consideration, and it appears from the
records that on July 26, 1876, Gen. Whitaker was advised that

there was no law under which he could be appointed as re-

uested.
e On July 12, 1808, Gen, Whitaker submitted his name to the
President for an appointment as additional paymaster of
Volunteers, but his application for the appointment desired
was not favorably considered, because all vacancies in the Pay-
master’s Department had been filled,

“In the year 1895 application was made for the award of &
medal of honor to Gen. Whitaker for gallantry at Reams ‘Sta-
tion, Va., in June, 1864. In connection with the application
documents were submitted of which the following are copies:

“ STOCKFORD, WILMINGTON, DEL.,
: “ February 27, 1895.
“ Jas. R, DuraAM, Esq., :
- “ Washington, D. C.

“Drar Smm: Absence from home has prevented an earlier
acknowledgment of your favor of February 24.

“I note with regret that my letter in regard to Gen. E. W.
Whitaker’s distinguished service in cutting his way through
from' Reams Station to headquarters near Petersburg with dis-
patches for Gen. Meade has been mislaid or lost, and my re-

gret is all the keener as I find I failed to keep a copy of the
letter in question. .

“ I now beg to replace it by what follows:

“ E. W. Whitaker, then a eaptain of the First Connecticut Cav=;
alry, served on my staff as an aid-de-camp, while I was command-;
ing the Third Division, Cavalry Corps, Army of the Potomac, and;
at all times and upon many occasions showed himself to be aj
very able and conspicuously gallant officer,but he rendered pecul-
iarly valuable and courageous service in carrying dispatches)
through the enemy’s lines from me to Gen. Meade.

“As the official records will show, the eommand, after destroy-
ing the railroads between Petersburg and the Roanoke River,
and inflicting great injury upon the Confederate cause, had got
back to the immediate vicinity of Reams Station, where it found'
itself confronted by a strong force of rebel cavalry and infantry.”
On arrlving on the field in the early morning a reconnoissance
of the enemy’s lines convineed me that we should have to cut and |
run for it unless Gen. Meade should speedily send a relieving -
force to open the road for us, but inasmuch as Gen. Meade could.
have no means of knowing the perils which surrounded us, it
was necessary for me to open communication with him. Head-
quarters were not over 5 miles away, but a strong force of vet«
eran’ Confederate infantry lay straight across the way and was
supported by Fitzhugh Lee's cavalry. Their position was a
strong one, and the oldest cavalrymen regarded it as impreg-
nable for our jaded force. Upon indicating my desire to get in-
formation through to Gen. Meade, Capt. Whitaker volunteered
to take it, and his offer of services was accepted. A single troop
of cavalry was selected to escort him, and as soon as the neces-
sary dispatch could be written he set out upon his perilous mis<
sion, and within an hour he had cut his way through the Confed-
erate lines and delivered his dispatch at Army headquarters,
The details of his exploit will be found in the official records,
but no one except himself and those who saw him ride so gal-
lantly into and through the rebel lines can properly appreciate
the dangers he ran or the value of the services rendered by him.
It is true that Gen. Meade did not succeed in getting any part
of his force to Reams Station till after noon, and after we had
retired, but that was no fault of Capt, Whitaker's. He did his’
whole duty with rare skill, dash, and courage and I trust may
be rewarded by the medal of honor and thé proper acknowledg-
ment of his distinguished services upon that occasion,

** Yours, very respectfully, “ James H. WiLsox,
“* Late Major General, Volunteers.

* [8pecial Orders, No. 135.]
# GENERAL HEADQUARTERS STATE oF CONNECTICUT,
“ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
“ Hartford, September 15, 186}.

“1. Capt. Edward W. Whitaker, of the First Regiment Con-
necticut Cavalry, is hereby promoted to be major, for meritorious
services in cutting through the enemy’s lines on the 29th of June,
and reporting the perilous condition of Gen. Wilson's cavalry at
Reams Station, Va., to Maj. Gen. Meade, with rank from the
14th day of September, 1864, vice Blakeslee promoted.

“ By order of the Commander in Chief.

* Horack J. MoRsE,
“Adjutant General.

“ The application was considered favorably and on March 22,
1808, a medal of honor was awarded to Gen. Whitaker for most
distinguished gallantry in action at Reams Station, Va., June 29,
1864, the action taken being based upon a deeision of the
Secretary of War, as follows:

“WAar DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
* March 22, 1898.

“ By direction of the President a medal of honor is pre-
sented to Gen. Edward W. Whitaker.

“At Reams Station, Va., June 29, 1864, this officer, then cap-
tain, First Connecticut Veolunteer Cavalry, in command of a
troop, hearing of an expressed wish of the general in command
to get information to Gen. Meade through the line of the
enemy, volunteered to earry the dispatches. In the most dis-
tinguished manner he forced his way through an infantry
division of the enemy and delivered the dispatches to Gen.
Meade, but lost half his escort in the desperate ride,

“R. A, ALGER,
¥ Secretary of War.,

¥ @Eo. ANDREWS,
¥The Adjutant General,

“ Respectfully submitted.

WA DEPARTMENT,
“THE ApJUTANT GENERAY'S OFFICE,
¥ March 10, 191,
“The honorable the SECRETARY OF Wag* :
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[Senate Report No. 281, Sixty-fifth Congress, second scssion.]

“ The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 2646) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker, have con-
sidered the same and report it back to the Senate with the recom-
mendation that it do pass,

“ The records of the War Department show that Gen. Whitaker

enlisted as a private April 19, 1861, in Company A, First Connec--

ticut Infantry Volunteers, on President Lincoln's first call for
volunteers, and served in the field during the war from Bull Run
to Appomattox, receiving promotion through every grade to lieu-
tenant colonel for gallantry in action on recommendations of his
commanding officers, and then was specially brevetted brigadier
general of United States Volunteers over many senior officers for
skill and gallantry displayed in the three last and decisive battles
that ended the war, he having participated in 82 engagements
and being so disabled in the last that he declined fo accept an
appointment issued to him as captain in the Seventh Regiment
United States Cavalry, on which he could have been retired as
lieutenant colonel, the rank held when disabled.

“ Gen. Whitaker was given a hearing on March 3, 1916, before a
subcommittee of the Committee on Military Affairs in connection
with a similar bill (8. 2517) which passed the Senate in the
Sixty-fourth Congress. An extract from the report of that hear-
ing is printed herewith: -

“¢The CHAIRMAN., Now, Gen. Whitaker, please state, so the
stenographer can get it down, the history of your service, making
it as condensed as possible and giving the reasons why you ask
to have this bill passed.

“¢(Gen, WHITAKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I wish to say
that the outline of my services and the claims that I present are
briefly recited in Senator BranpEgEE's bill, S, 2517. - My military
history is briefly recited there, and the grounds on which I feel
that special legislation would be justified in this case. You have
right there, supporting it, a full detailed military history from
the War Department of about 50 pages. That recites my record
all the way from the Battle of Bull Run to Appomattox. It also
recites the fact that at the close of the war I was appointed a
captain in the Seventh United States Cavalry, an appointment I
declined on account of the fact that my disabilities, incurred in
the last battles of the war, would have immediately resulted in
my being ordered before a medical examining board and my being
retired on account of my disabilities.

“+ T was unfitted for the service. Had I been retired under
the law at that time I would have been retired as a lieutenant
colonel, but I was somehow too proud to accept that. I said, * 1
have my hands and I can get my living, and therefore I will not
be a pensioner on the rolls of the Government when the Treasury
is go depleted on account of the terrible cost of the great war we
have just passed through.” Out of my foolish pride, I concede
now, I declined that appointment. I would have been all these
long yvears on the retired list, competing with men that could not
beat me every time. Besides, I did not feel that I was so seri-
ously disabled; if I had had an arm off I probably should have
accepted the appointment. :

# ¢ T have been induced, however, during the last 12 years by my
friends, on account of my growing disabilities, to ask to be put
on the retired list. My Congressman, Charles A. Russell, 12 or
15 yvears ago introduced a bill fo retire me as captain, in view
of the fact I had been once appointed captain. He thought at
first he had only to go to the White House, to the President, and
he would at once reappoint me, but he soon learned he could not
do s0. For 12 years I have been hoping to be retired. During
those years the volunteer officers have organized an association
to secure a general legislative retirement bill. They organized
that after I had tried. I had only tried after a few of my Con-
federate friends were put on the list. Men who had fought for
four years against me in the field were retired, and many volun-
teer Union officers. My old captain, Joseph R. Hawley, who be-
came a general, was put on the retired list, and Gen. Osterhaus,
both volunteers. They were civilians who were put on the retired
list in their old age.

“ ¢ have been rather negligent about pressing my bill, for the
reason I did not have the means to employ a lawyer, and I had
hoped that during these long years perhaps those volunteer
officers would secure the passage of the general bill and I would
be taken care of there. But recently I have been assured that
there is no prospect whatever of a general retirement bill being
passed, by reason of the fact that it would involve a large sum
of money, and that it might provide for men who are amply able

to subsist without a pension or retired pay from the Government. |

¢ My friends have urged me to press my individual bill, and I
have plenty of friends in the Senate; and, having their assurance
that there would be no opposition to a meritorious individual bill,
I liave had the audacity to ask for a special hearing. Last year I

was denied even a five-minute hearing by a Senator who is not
fow on the committee. He said, “ Drop it. Support the general

bill; we will put the general bill through.” It failed. I do not
want to say anything further to go into the report, and I will
therefore state that I leave the whole matter in your hands, gen-
tlemen,

“*1 ought to add, however, that I am in that condition of
health and forced in my occupation to expose myself so that I
will probably not survive another year. I have serious bronchial
trouble. I am occupying a position which is menial and degrad-
ing. I am watching the violations of the smoke law in the Dis-
trict of Columbia here, so as to get pure air to breathe. That
necessitates my exposure in blizzards like this—and I only got
leave of absence for to-day so as to come here—on the tops of
high buildings, where I can not protect myself with the most:
heavy clothing in the world. I have to stand still and get no ex-
ercise. Each year I get worse and worse with my bronchial
trouble, and unless I get some relief I shall have to go to some
soldiers’ home or be * planted ” in Arlington. That is the way
it looks now, I leave the matter with you.

“* Senator Myers. What would be your pay if you were retired
as lieutenant colonel? -
“fGen, WHITAKER. T have been asked that repeatedly, and I
have told everybody ihat I have never thought of asking the
question dr looking it up. I do not know what the retired pay of
a lientenant colonel is. It is cut down considerably from what
the Regulars get in the service; they have a lot of perquisites. I
can ]??t tell you the retired pay of a lieutenant colonel to save

my life. .

“ ¢ The CHAIRMAN. Do you get a pension now?

“¢(Gen., WHITAKER, Yes. I have $30 a month, the rating for
total disability incurred when holding the rank of lieutenant
colonel. I should have told you that when I was examined in the
Pension Bureau the examiners found me three times totally dis-
abled. If I could have received the aggregate pension for all my .
disabilities it would have amounted to $104 a month. The ratings
added together wonld have amounted to that much, but no rate
could legally be put above $30. I am rated at only $30.

“+¢mThe CHAIRMAN. Do you know of any other instances where
volunteers who served in the Army when the war was over and
their services were ended were retired on officers’ pay?

‘4 Gen. WHITAKER, Plenty of them everywhere,

“iThe CHARMAN. Without being reappointed, or something
of that sort? -

“ 4 Gen, WHITAKER. No; not without being reappointed. They
were appointed—many of my own friends were appointed the
same as I was. I recollect Capt. Tyler, who was competing in
business with me in Washington. He had hig arm off. I did
not even ask for a pension until in the eighties, when I broke
down in business. I was too proud to ask for a pension prior
to that.

“¢Phe CHARMAN. When did your service terminate?

“¢Gen. WHITAKER. I was mustered out August 16, 1865, and
enlisted April 15, 1861. I was four years and four months in -
the service, and there is not a scratch of a pen against me. I
was never reprimanded and never absent without leave. I have
as perfect a military record as can be produced.

“¢The CmamRMAN, If you had accepted the appointment as
captain you could have retired later while in the service as cap-
tain, and then you would have been retired on that basis

“¢ Gen. WHITAKER, I would have been retired as a lieutenant
colonel promptly, on medical examination, under the Inw at that
time, by reason of the fact that I was disabled while ranking as
lieutenant colonel.

#¢emhe CHARMAN. I thought you were ranking as captain?

¢ (GGen. WHITAKER. No; the law will tell you that a retired
Army officer, retired for disabilities incurred in the service,
would be retired at the rank he held when disabled. I was dis-
abled as a lientenant colonel. Many have said to me, * You
should be retired as a general.,” But no; I was not appointed
as a general (brigadier by brevet) until after Appomattox.
Then I was mustered out, August 16, 1865, as a brevet brigadier
general. I could not have been retired as a general under the
law; I could only have been retired as a lieutenant colonel, the
rank I held at the time I was disabled at Five Forks.

“i genator Myers. What is your age?

“ Gen. WHITAKER. I was 19 when I enlisted.
June next.

“iPhe CHAIRMAN, I helieve that is all, General,

% GGen. WHITAKER, I am very much obliged to you, gentle-
men.” "

I will be 75 in

[Senate Report No. 150, Sixty-sixth Congress, first session.]

“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred
the bill (S. 861) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker, having
considered the same, report thereon with the recommendation
that the bill do pass with the following amendments:
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“1In line 15, page 1, strike out the words ‘ after the date of the
p!;a.gmge of this act’ after the word ‘ States’ and insert ® there-
after.

“In line 2, page 2, strike out ‘ passage of this act’ and insert
‘date of his commission as a retired officer.’

“At the end of the bill strike out the period, insert a colon,
and the words * Provided further, That no back pay, allowances,
or other emoluments except his pay as a retired lieutenant colonel
of Cavalry shall acerue as a result of the passage of this act.’

“ It appears that the beneficiary named in this act is now a
pensioner, and the purpose of these amendments is to make clear
the intent of Congress that there shall be no duplication in pay-
ments, This bill was favorably reported to the Senate in the
Sixty-fourth Congress, and the CoxcrEssiox AL Ilecorp for April
24, 1916, page 6709 et seq., in the proceedings of the Senate, con-
tains a full explanation of its purpose. The report of the com-
mittee of that Congress follows:

**The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred
the bill (8. 2517) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker, having
given the same very careful consideration, report the same back
to the Senate with the recommendation that the bill do pass with
the following amendment :

“*On page 2, line 11, after the word “ extent,” insert: * Pro-
vided, That on receiving the said retired pay under this act he
shall relinquish all his right and claim to pension from the
United States after the date of the passage of this act, and any
payment made to him covering a period subsequent to the pas-
sage of this act shall be deducted from the amount due him on
the first payment under this act.”

A statement made by The Adjutant General, United States
Army, regarding Mr. Whitaker, is hereby filed with this report.
The pension certificate under which the said Edward W. Whit-
aker is receiving pension sets forth the reasons why he is pail
said pension and is as follows:

“f UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
¢ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
' BUREAU OF PENSIONS.

“ ¢TIt is hereby certified that, in conformity wtih the laws of
the United States, Edward W. Whitaker, who was a first lieu-
tenant, Company C, Second Regiment New York Cavalry, and
lieutenant colonel First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Cav-
alry, is entitled to a pension at the rate of $30 per month, to
commence on the 26th day of March, 1887, this pension being for
slight deafness of both ears and resulting severe deafness of left
car and slight deafness of right ear, and injury of thighs and
small of back and right inguinal hernia. Reissue in lieu of lost
certificate dated June 18, 1889.

¢ Given at the Department of the Interior this 5th day of
Tebruary, 1915, and of the independence of the United States
of America the one hundred and thirvty-ninth.

i (Signed) FrRANKLIN K. LANE,
‘& Secretary of the Interior,
¢ Countersigned :
“4@G. M, SALTZGABER,
“f Commissioner of Pensions.””

[Senate Report No. 308, Bixty-fourth Congress, first session.]

“ The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred
the bill (8. 2517) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker, having
given the same very careful consideration, report the same back
to the Senate with the recommendation that the bill do pass
with the following amendment:

“On page 2, line 11, after the word ‘extent, insert: ‘Pro-
vided, That on receiving the said retired pay under this act he
shall relingquish all his right and claim to pension from the
United States after the date of the passage of this act, and any
payment made to him covering a period subsequent to the
passage of this act shall be deducted from the amount due him
on the first payment under this act.’

“A statement made by The Adjutant General, United States
Army, regarding Mr. Whitaker is hereby filed with this report.
The pension certificate under which the sald Edward W.
Whitaker is receiving pension sets forth the reasons why he is
paid said pension, and is as follows:

“* UNTTED STATES OF AMERICA,
“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
“ BUREAU oF PENSIONS.

“ It is hereby certified that, in conformity with the laws of
the United States, Edward V. Whitaker, who was a first lieu-
tenant, Company O, Second Regiment New York Cavalry, and
lieutenant colonel First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Cav-
alry, is entitled to a pension at the rate of $30 per month, to
commence on the 26th day of March, 1887, this pension being

for slight deafness of both ears and resulting severe deafness
of left ear and slight deafness of right ear, and injury of thighs
and small of back and right inguninal hernia. Reissue in lieu
of lost certificate dated June 18, 1889,

“Given at the Department of the Interior this 5th day of
February, 1915, and of the independence of the United States
of America the one hundred and thirty-ninth.

(Signed) “ FRANKLIN K. LASE,

. “Secretary of the Interior.

* Countersigned ;

% ®“@G. M. SALTZGABER,

* Commissioner of Pensions.”

[House Document No, 986, Sixty-third Congress, second session.]
“LETTER FroMm THE ASSISTANT CLeErk or THE Courr oF CrLATMS

TRANSMITTING A CERTIFIED COoPY oF THE FINDINGS OF IPACT AND

CoNcrnusioN FiLep IN THE CAsk oF Epwarp W. WHITAKER AGAINST

THE UNITED STATES.

“ (Courr oF CraiMs,
“TWashington, May 18, 191}.
“Hon. Caamp CLARK,
" Speaker of the House of Representatives.

“Sire: Pursuant to the order of the court, I transmit here-
with a certified copy of the findings of fact and conculsions
filed in the aforesaid cause, which case was referred to this
court by resolution of the House of Representatives June 22,
1912, under the act of March 3, 1911, known as the Judicial
Code.

“1 am, very respectfully, yours,
“ Joun Raxpores,
“Asgsistant Clerk Court of Claimas.

Congressional, 15837-205. Edward W. Whitaker v,
The United States.]

“BTATEMENT OF CASE.

“This is a claim for bounty for military service during the
Civil War, and in the petition filed June 21, 1913, petitioner
alleges as follows:

*“That he is a citizen of the United States resident in the city
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and that he has a
claim against the United States which arises as follows: A

“That he enlisted April 15, 1861, as private, Company A, First
Connecticut Infantry, to serve three months, and was mustered
out July 31, 1861 ; he again enlisted in Company B, Seecond New
York Cavalry, August 21, 1861, for a term of three years; pro-
-noted second lieutenant, November 16, 1862; first lieutenant,
March 17, 1863 ; captain, January 30, 1864 ; transferred to First
Connecticut Cavalry and promoted major, September 14, 1864 ;
promoted lieutenant colonel, January 17, 1865; and honorably
discharged, August 2, 1865, by reason of end of the war.

“That the act of July 22, 1861, entitled ‘An act to authorize
the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing laws and pro-
tecting public property,’ provides (12 Stat., 268) :

“ ¢ Every volunteer noncommissioned officer, private, musician,
and artificer who enters the serviee of the United States under
this act shall be paid * * * when honorably discharged
* * ® jf he shall have served for a period of two years, or
during the war, if sooner ended, the sum of $100."

“And the act of July 28, 1866 (14 Stat., 310), provides: y

“‘That each and every soldier who enlisted into the Army
of the United States after the 19th day of April, 1861, for a
period of not less than three years, and having served the time
of his enlistment, has been honorably discharged, and who has
recieved or who is entitled to receive from the United States
under existing laws a bounty of $100 and no more, and any
such soldier enlisted for not less than three years who has been
honorably discharged on account of wounds received in the line
of duty, and the widow, minor children, or parents, in the
order named, of any such soldier who died in the service of the
United States or of disease or wounds contracted while in the
service and in the line of duty, shall be paid the additional
bounty of $100 hereby authorized.’

“That he presented his claim for bounty under these laws
to proper accounting officers of the Treasury, and it was dis-
allowed on the ground that he was discharged for promotion
prior to a service of two years.

“That believing this decision fo be unfair, he appealed to
Congress for relief, and a bill, H. R. 23375, second session,
Sixty-second Congress, was referred to this court on June 22,
1912, by a resolution of the House of Representatives, said bill,
so far as it relates to his case, reading as follows:

“i8pe, 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to each of the follow-
ing persons named in this section, or, if deceased, to the party
entitled thereto, the sum of $400, or so much thereof as may
' be necessary, being for unpaid balance of bounty for military

[Court of Claims.
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service during the Civil War, namely: * * * HEdward W.
Whitaker, * * %’

“The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the:
30th day of March, 1914. €. D. Pennebaker, Esq., appeared

for the claimant and the Attorney General, by B. W, Andrews,
Esq., his assistant and under his direction, appeared for the
defense and protection of the interests of the United States.

“The court, upon fhe evidence and after considering the
briefs and arguments of counsel on both sides, makes the fol-
lowing

“FINDISGS OF FACT.

“I. The claimant, BEdward W, Whitaker, was enrolled in the
military service of the United States on April 19, 1861, for
three months, in Company A, First Connecticut Volunteer In-
fantry, and was mustered out with his company July 31, 1861.

“He was again enrolled in Company D, Second New York
Cavalry, August 21, 1861, for three years; was promofed to
be second lieutenant November 16, 1862, and resigned as cap-
tain April 29, 1864. :

#1I. Said claimant filed a claim for bounty with the account-
ing officers of the Treasury under the act of July 22, 1861 (12
Stat., 269), and July 28, 1866 (14 Stat., 322), and the same was
disallowed April 14, 1909, for the following reasons:

‘“*For his first service as an enlisted man there is no law
authorizing the payment of bounty. As of his second service,
he was enrolled as an enlisted man after July 21, 1861, and dis-
charged for promotion prior to two years’' service, hence no
bounty due.’

“ CONCLUSION,

“Upon the foregoing findings of fict the court concludes that
the claim is neither a legal nor an- equitable one against the
United States.

“Tiled April 27, 1914,

A true copy: :

“Test this 16th day of May, 1914.

“Jorx RANDOLPH,
L “ Assistant Clerk Court of Claims.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. LENROOT. This matter was not even presented to the
committee. It is bad policy to place matters of this kind upon
an appropriation bill, especially when the committee has not
had opportunity to consider it. I therefore feel constrained to
make a point of order against the amendment.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The matter was not strictly formally
presented to the committee, I admit. I did, however, consult
with the chairman of the committee and the Senator having
the bill in charge and asked them if they would be willing to
let it go to conference and see if the House conferees would not
agree to it, but not to press it unduly if the House would not
agree to it,

One of my predecessors in the Senate, Senator Hawley, once
- had the amendment placed upon a similar appropriation bill
in” order to get it through. This gentleman was an intimate
friend of Gen. Hawley. He has only a year or so yet to live.
I would not ask that it be considered as an amendment to the
pending bill if there was any prospect of its getting attention in
the House in the ordinary manner. I hope, inasmuch as the
chairman of the committee and the Senator in charge of the
bill have no objection to it, that the Senator from Wisconsin
will not feel constrained to insist upon his point of order.

Mr. LENROOT. As a member of the subcommittee I' will
say that there was one ether very similar matter brought to
the attention of the committee and the committee declined to
favor the amendment in that case. I do think it would be a
discrimination against others to permit it in this case: and if
it be permitted in this case there are no doubt a dozen equally
meritorious propositions now pending before the Committee on
Military Affairs that would have equal claim to go upon the
bill. I shall, therefore, ingist upon the point of order,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sus-
tained.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time. The bill was read the third time
and passed,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that the Senate request a
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and
amendments, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the
part of the Senate,

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore
appointed Mr. WapsworTH, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. Mc-
KeLLaz conferees on the part of the Senate.

“ By THE COURT.

CON MURPHY.

Mr, WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill'
(8. 3119) for the relief of Con Murphy. It will lead to no de-
bate; or if so, I shall net.press it.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to eonsider the bill, which had been reported.
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 5,
to strike out * $5,000 " and insert * $2,000,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, eto., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any ‘money in the Treas-
ory not otherwise appropriated, the sum of i2.000 to Con Murphy, for
personal injurles sustained by him while in t 'ormance ntrgis duty
a8 jamitor in the Custodian vice, Federal building, Cheyenne, Wyo.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported -to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

SUITS IN ADMIRALTY—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. JONES of Washington, There is a conference report on’
the table which has been acted upon by the House, and I ask
that it may be considered. I think it will take but a moment,
It is the conference report on Senate bill 8076, autherizing suits
against the United States in admiralty, suits for salvage serv-
ices, and providing for the release of merchant vessels belong-
Ing to the United States from arrest and attachment in foreign
jurisdictions, and for other purposes. ’

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the conference report?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the
report of the committee of conference, as follows: S

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.
3076) authorizing suits agains the United States in admiralty,
suits for salvage services, and providing for the release of
merchant vessels belonging to the United States from arrest
and attachment in foreign jurisdictions, and for other pur-
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses:
as follows: 1 :

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House and agree to the same with an amendment
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the House amend-
ment insert the following:

*That no vessel owned by the United States or by any cor-
poration in which the United States or its representatives shall
own the entire outstanding eapital stock or in the possession of
the United States or of such corporation or operated by or
for the United States or such corporation, and no cargo owned
or possessed by the United States or by such corporation, shall
hereafter, in view of the provision herein made for a libel in
personam, be subject to arrest or seizure by judicial process in
the United States or its possessions: Provided, That this act
shall not apply to the Panama Railroad Co. : .

“Seo. 2. That in cases where if such vessel were privately
owned or operated, or if such cargo were privately owned and
possessed, a proceeding in admiralty could be maintained at the
time of the commencement of the action herein provided for, a
libel in personam may be brought against the United States or
against such corporation, as the case may be, provided that
such vessel is employed as a merchant vessel or is a tugboat
operated by such corporation. Such suits shall be brought in
the district court of the United States for the district in which
the parties so suing, or any of them, reside or have their prin-
cipal place of business in the United States; or in which the
vessel or cargo charged with liability is found. The libelant
shall forthwith serve a copy of his libel on the United States
attorney for such district and mail a copy thereof by registered
mail to the Attorney General of the United States, and shall
file & sworn return of such service and mailing. Such service
and mailing shall constitute valid service on the United States
and such corporation. In case the United States or such cor-
poration shall file a libel in rem or in personam in any distriet,
a cross-libel in personam may be filed or a set-off claimed against
the United States or such corporation with the same force and
effect as if the libel had been filed by a private party. Upon
application of either party the cause may, in the discretion of
the court, be tramsferred to any other district court of the
United States,

“Sec. 3. That such suits shall proceed and shall be heard
and determined according to the principles of Inw and to the
rules of practice obtaining in like cases between private pars
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ties. ' A decree against the United States or such corporation
may include costs of suit, and when the deeree is for a money
judgment, interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum until
satisfied, or at any higher rate which shall be stipulated in any
contract upon which such decree shall be based. Interest shall
run as ordered by the court. Decrees shall be subject to ap-
peal and revision as now provided in other cases of admiralty
and maritime jurisdiction. If the libelant so elects in his libel
the suit may proceed in accordance with the principles of libels
in rem wherever it shall appear that had the vessel or cargo
been privately owned and possessed a libel in rem might have
been maintained. Election so to proceed shall not preclude the
libelant in any proper case from seeking relief in personam in
the same suit. Neither the United States nor such corporation
shall be required to give any bond or admiralty stipulation on
any proceeding brought hereunder. Any such bond or stipula-
tion heretofore given in admiralty causes by the United States,
the United States Shipping Board, or the United States Ship-
ping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation, shall become void
and be surrendered and eanceled upon the filing of a suggestion
by the Attorney General or other duly authorized law officer
that the United States is interested in such cause, and as-
sumes liability to satisfy any decree included within said bond
or stipulation, and thereafter any such decree shall be paid
as provided in section 8 of this act.

“Sec. 4. That if a privately owned vessel not in the possession
of the United States or of such corporation is arrested or at-
tached upon any cause of action arising or alleged to have
arisen from previous possession, ownership, or operation of
such vessel by the United States or by such corporation, such
vessel shall be released without bond or stipulation therefor
upon the suggestion by the United States, through its Attorney
General or. other duly authorized law officer, that it is inter-
ested in such ecause, desires such release, and assumes the
liability for the satisfaction of any decree obtained by the
libelant in such cause, and thereafter such caunse shall proceed
ngainst the United States in nccordance with the provisions of
this act.

** Sec. 5. That sunits as herein authorized may be brought
only on causes of action arising since April 6, 1917, provided
that suits based on causes of action arising prior to the tak-
ing effect of this act shall be brought within one year after
this act goes info effect; and all other suits hereuncer shall be
brought within two years after the cause of action arises.

“Skc, 6. That the United States or such corporation shall be
entitled to the benefits of all exemptions and of all limitations
of liability accorded by law to the owners, charterers, operators,
or agents of vessels. \

“8re, 7. That if any vessel or cargo within the purview of
Bections 1 and 4 of this aet is arrested, attached, or otherwise
seized by process of any court in any country other than the
Inited States, or if any suit is brought therein against the master
of any such vessel for any cause of action arising from, or in
connection with, the possession, operation, or ownership of any
such vessel, or the possession, earriage, or ownership of any such
cargo, the Secretary of State of the United States in his discre-
tion, upon the request of the Attorney General of the United
States, or any other officer duly authorized by him, may direct
the United States consul residing at or nearest the place at which
such action may have been commenced to claim such vessel or
cargo as immune from such arrest, attachment, or other seizure,
and to execute an agreement, undertaking, bond, or stipulation
for and on behalf of the United States, or the United States
Shipping Board, or such corporation as by said court required,
for the release of such vessel or cargo, and for the prosecution
of any appeal; or may, in the event of such suits against the
master of any such vessel, direct said United States consul to
enter the appearance of the United States, or of the United States
Shipping Board, or of such corporation, and to pledge the credit
thereof to the payment of any judgment and cost that may be
entered in such suit. The Attorney General is hereby vested
with power and authority to arrange with any bank, surety
company, person, firm, or corporation in the United States, its
Territories and possessions, or in any foreign country, to execute
any such aforesaid bond or stipulation as surety or stipulator
thereon, and to pledge the credit of the United States to the in-
demnification of such surety or stipulator as may be required to
secure the execution of such bond or stipulation. The presenta-
tion of a copy of the judgment roll in any such suit, certified by
the clerk of the court and authenticated by the certificate and
seal of the United States consul claiming such vessel or eargo, or
his successor, and by the certificate of the Secretary of State as
to the official eapacity of such consul, shall be sufficient evidence
to the proper accounting officers of the United States, or of the

United States Shipping Board, or of such corporation, for the
allowance and payment of such judgments: Provided, however,
That nothing in this section shall be held to prejudice or pre-
clude a claim of the immunity of such vessel or cargo from for-
eign jurisdiction in a proper case.

* SEc. 8. That any final judgment rendered in any suit herein
authorized, and ‘any final judgment within the purview of sec-
tions 4 and 7 of this act, and any arbitration award or settlement
had and agreed to under the provisions of section 9 of this act,
shall, upon the presentation of a duly authenticated copy thereof,
be pald by the proper accounting officers of the United States out -
of any appropriation or insurance fund or other fund especially
available therefor; otherwise there is hereby appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise
appropriated, a sum suflicient to pay any such judgment or
award or settlement.

* 8Ec. 9. That the Secretary of any department of the Govern-
ment of the United States, or the United States Shipping Board,
or the board of trustees of such corporation, having control of
the possession or operation of any merchant vessel are, and each
hereby is, authorized to arbitrate, compromise, or settle any
claim in which suit, will lie under the provisions of sections 2,
4, 7, and 10 of this act.

“Sec. 10, That the United States, and the crew of any mer-
chant vessel owned or operated by the United States, or such
corporation, shall have the right to collect and sue for salvage
services rendered by such vessel and crew, and any moneys re-
covered therefrom by the United States for its own benefit, and
not for the benefit of the crew, shall be covered into the United
States Treasury to the credit of the department of the Govern-
ment of the United States, or of the United States Shipping
Board, or of such corporation, having control of the possession
or operation of such vessel.

“ Sec. 11. That all moneys recovered in any suit brought by
the United States on any cause of action arising from, or in
connection with, the possession, operation, or ownership of any
merchant vessel, or the possession, carriage, or ownership of
any cargo, shall be covered into the United States Treasury to
the credit of the department of the Government of the United
States, or of the United States Shipping Board, or of such afore-
said corporation, having control of the vessel or cargo with
respect to which such cause of action arises, for reimbursement
of the appropriation, or insurance fund, or other funds, from
which the loss, damage, or compensation for which said judg-
ment was recovered has been or will be paid.

* Sec. 12, That the Attorney General shall report to the Con-
gress at each session thereof the suits under this act in which
final judgment shall have been rendered for or against the United
States and such aforesaid corporation, and the Secretary of any
department of the Government of the United States, and the
United States Shipping Board, and the board of trustees of any
such aforesaid corporation, shall likewise report the arbitration
awards or settlements of claims which shall have been agreed to
since the previous session, and in which the time to appeal shall
have expired or have been waived.

“Sec. 13. That the provisions of all other acts inconsistent
herewith are hereby repealed.” -

And the House agree to the same,

W. L. Joxgs,
F. M. SiMMONS,
CHASs, L, McNARY,

* Managers on the part of the Senate.
A. J. VOLSTEAD,
Dick T. MorcAx,
Ricaanp 8. WHALEY,

Managers on the part of the House,

The report was agreed to.

PRINTING OF MATTER IN CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Mr. SMOOT. DMr. President, I wish to give notice at this time
that, beginning to-morrow morning, I shall object to any out-
side matter being printed in the CoxcGreEssioNAT RECOED on re-
quest of Senators, with the exception of resolutions from State
legislatures or city councils. I want Senators to know now that
there will be no discrimination, but it will apply to every
Senator. The only way Senators will be allowed to get any
such matter in the Recorp from now on will be by a vote of
the Senate. I felt that I should give the notice this morning.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator what
his objection will cover? I did not hear it clearly.

Mr, SMOOT. My objection will cover everything with the
exception of resolutions from the legislature of a State or the
city council of a city, I will say to the Senator,
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TREATY OF PEACE WITH GERMANY.,

Mr. LODGE. I move that the -Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of the treaty of peace with Germany in- open execu-
tive session.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole and in open executive session, resumed the con-
sideration of the treaty of peaee with Germany.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is upoen the
amendment in the nature of a substitute offered by the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcuacock] to reservation No. 4.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the purpose of the
reservation now under consideration by the Senate is to limif
controversies which come under consideration or investigation
by the league. It is gquite evident that it was not the purpose
of those framing the eovenant that purely domestic questions
should fall within the jurisdiction of either the council or the
assembly, and a method was provided by which the question
should be determined, when the objection was raised that a
question was domestic in charaeter, that the council should de-
termine whether it was or was not.

Very serious objection was made on Thursday last by the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] to the all-embracing provi-
slons of the covenant in relation to questions which might be
submitted for investigation or inquiry by the ecouncil or the
assembly, I thought it gquite pertinent and appropriate to call
the attention of the Senate—and of the country, for that mat-
ter—to the fact that we have already traveled a long way in
the direction of submitting controversies either to arbitration
or to investigation. The Senator from Missouri felt very much
concerned for the future of our country by reason of these pro-
visions, under which guestions generally were thus to be sub-
mitted for investigation, apparently overlooking entirely the
fact that we have already gone almost as far in that direction,
and in some aspects and particulars even farther, by the so-
called DBryan treaties, which were adopted by the practically.
unanimouns vote of the Senate away back in the year 1014,
nearly six years ago.

I regret that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen] is not
here this morning. I shonld like to have his attention if he
were here to article 1 of the so-called Bryan treaties. I read
from the treaty between the United States and the Netherlands,
ratified by the Senate on the 13th day of August, 1914. It reads
as follows:

The high contracting parties agree that all disputes between them—

All disputes between them—
of any nature what - to : the :sett] t of which previous arbitra-
tion treaties or ments do not apply in their terms or are not a

lied in fact, shall, when diplomatic methods of adjustment have failed,

¢ referred for investigation and report to a permanent international
commission, to be constituted in the manner prescribed in the next suc-
ceeding artlcle.

Mr. KNOX. May I ask the Senator from Montana from what
he is reading? .

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I read from the treaty with the
Netherlands, ratified by the Senate on the 13th of August, 1914,
a characteristic so-called Bryan treaty. ;

1 invite the attention of the Senate to the faet that this pro-
vides for the submission of every question. It would not even
exclude those that are distinetively domestic in character, if,
indeed, a dispute could arise over a purely domestic matter.

I wish to call attention to the fact that this international
commission, to which all of these disputes of every character
are relegated, exercises practically the same power as that re-
posed in the council or in the assembly of the league. It inves-
tigates, it inquires, and it makes a report. That is all the coun-
cil is entitled to do under the provisions of article 15 of the
covenant. Whenever there is a division, if any one voice should
be raised against it, the couneil can do nothing more than the
international commission ean do under the Bryan treaties,
namely, to investigate and report. But if the council shall be
entirely unanimous or in case an appeal should be taken to the
assembly and the assembly is unanimous and a majority of the
other members of the league agree, still nothing ean be done by
the council. Its judgment, its report, is no more enforceable
than is the report of the international eommission provided for:
in the Bryan treaties, and the only difference in the eflect is
that under article 15 the nation against which the report goes
agrees that it will not go to war to enforce its claim involved
in the dispute.

Mr,. PHELAN. Mr, President—

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from Cali-
fornia.

_Mr. PHELAN. The Senator has evidently made a study of
this question. I should like to inquire what is the effect of the
report and the purpose of the report? Is it merely to create a

public sentiment among the nations in favor of one proposition
or another?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is all. It is believed that the
world will aceept the judgment of the international commission
as the proper solution of the dispute, and that a nation going

‘to war contrary to the determination of the council would not

have that support of world opinion that is so important in one
of these great contests.

That is exactly the effect that goes with the determination of
the council under the provisions of article 15. It is equally
belleved that the judgment of the council, whenever a matter is
referred to it under the provisions of article 15, will be accepted
by the world, and that it will thus act as a deterrent upon both
of the parties interested, or upon as many parties as are inter-

ed, against an appeal to arms.

Mr. PHELAN. May I further interrupt the Senator?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes.

Mr. PHELAN. I was not aware that the Bryan treaties were
so general in their terms as to require tlie submission of all
questions to negotiation, and in ease of failure by negotiation
to report. Does the Senator think a question so confessedly
domestic as the question of immigration should be submitted at
all, either to negotiation or to report, when there is no disposi-
tion on the part of this Government at any time to submit fo. a
lf{or:eiign or mixed tribunal the settlement of a question of that

ind?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I prefer not to be diverted from
the line of argument I am now making to consider the advisa-
bility or the wisdom-of the Bryan treaties.

Mr. PHELAN. I will not interrupt the Senator further,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am calling attention to the fact
that we went further in the Bryan treaties, and we now have
international engagements more extensive in their scope with
respect to the submission of controversies to inquiry or investi-
gation or to arbitration than the covenant which has been the
subject of so much eriticism.

Mr. President, not only that; not only do we by those treaties
agree to submit to inquiry all controversies of every nature
whatsoever, but when those treaties were under consideration
the Senator from Washington [Mr. PorspExteEr] undertook to
exclude from the operation of them any questions arising under
the Monroe doctrine, and he was not able to muster a handful
of Senators to the support of that contention. The proceedings
of the Senate upon the so-called Bryan treaties appear never to
have been printed in the CoxcrEssionAr Recorp, but I have be-
fore me the record of executive session for August 3, 1914, the
treaty with Norway being under consideration. From that
record I read as follows:

Mr. PoINDEXTER proposed the following’ amendment :

In article 1, line 1, after the word * disputes,” insert the following:
“Not involving the Monroe doctrine or other question of settled na-
tional policy, or the vital interests or the national honor of either of
the higio contracting parties.” -

That would make the article read:

The high contracting parties agree that all disputes not invelving the
Monroe doetrine or other question of settled national policy, or the vital
interests, or the national honor of the high contmcting parties between
them, of every nature whatscever; to the settlement of which—

And so forth.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President— _

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I yield to the Senator.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Merely for the purpose of clarity, I desire
to suggest that the Senator from Montana referred to the treaty
from which he has quoted as “ the Norway treaty.” Of course,
that is the one of the Bryan treaties applicable to Norway?

‘Mr. WALSH of Montana. It is the treaty between the United
States and Norway, and is one of the Bryan treaties.

Mr. WOLCOTT. - It is one of the so-called Bryan treaties?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes I eontinue to read from the
executive Journal:

Pending the consideration of his amendment and in, r nse to a

tion by Mr. PoixpexTer of the absence of a quorum, the roll was
gﬁ?&? Fifty Senators responded to their names, revealing the pres-
ence of a gqonorum. :

The call of the roll for the yeas and nays on Mr, POINDEXTER'S amend-
ment was ordered, and, on the demand of that Senator, duly seconded,
with the result that 10 Senators responded in: the affirmative and 85 in
the negative. -

Those who voted in the affirmative are,

Messrs. Borah, Brady, Bristow, Fall, Gallinger, Jones, Martine of
New. Jersey, Page, Poindexter, and Bmoot—-lo_.

Mr. OVERMAN. Would it not be well to have the names of
those who voted in the negative also read?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1 ask, Mr. President, that the en-

tire record on the Bryan treaties in the Exeeutive Journal from

page 508 to page 516 be printed in the REcorp.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows:

[Executive Journal, Thursday, August 13 (legislative day- of August 11),
19111

“Pursuant to the agreement of yesterday, August 12, 1914, the
Senate proceeded to consider executive business-at 11 o'clock
a. m, (the Vice President in the chair), and, as in Committee
of the Whole, continued consideration of the treaty with Nor-
way (Ex. J., 63d Cong., 2d sess.) looking to the advancement of
the cause of general peace.

‘* Mr. Jones suggested the absence of a quorum, and the roll
being called, 50 Senators responded to their names, showing a
quorum to be present.

“The treaty was read a second time and proceeded with article
by article.

*The Committee on Foreign Relations having no amendments,
Mr. Cummins presented the following, which, by unanimous con-
sent, was treated as one amendment:

“Article II. In line 2, after the word ‘whatsoever,’ insert the
following: * wherein the facts are in controversy.’

“In line 3, after the word ‘investigation,’ insert the words
‘of the facts’; and, in the same line, after the word *report,
insert 'the word *‘thereon.’'

“Article ITT1. In line 1, after the word * adjust,’ insert the word
*guch.’

; ‘In line 4, after the word ‘report,’ insert the words *as to the
acts.”

“After debate on his amendment, Mr, Cummins suggested the
absence of a quorum. The Chair directed the calling of the
roll, and 55 Senators having responded to their names, a quorum
was announced to be present.

*Mr. Cummins demanded a call for the yeas and nays on
his amendment, and the demand being adequately seconded, the
Secretary was directed to call the roll, which was done, with the
result that 13 votes were cast in the affirmative and 36 votes
in the negative.

“Those who voted in the affirmative are:

“ Messrs. Bristow, Clark of Wyoming, Cummins, Fall, Gallin-
ger, Gronna, Hitchcock, Jones, Martine of New_ Jersey, Page,
Poindexter, Smoot, and Sterling—13.

* Those who voted in the negative are:

““ Messrs. Ashurst, Bankhead, Borah, Brady, Bryan, Burton,
Camden, Olarke of Arkansas, Culberson, Hollis, Hughes, John-
son, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Lee of Maryland, Lewis, Lippitt,
McCumber, Nelson, O'Gorman, Overman, Perkins, Pittman,
Shafroth, Sheppard, Shields, Simmons, Smith of Maryland,
Stone, Swanson, Thompson, Thornton, Walsh, West, White, and
Willinms—386.

“Accordingly, the amendment was not agreed to.

“7r. Thomas moved to amend by adding at the end of -article
2 the following:

“*They further agree that pending such investigation and
report such dispute shall remain in status quo,’

“After debate, the question being on the acceptance of Mr.
Thomas's amendment, that Senator demanded the yeas and nays.
The demand being seconded, the Toll was called, with the result
that 5 votes were cast in the afirmative and 45 in the negative.

“Those who voted in the affirmative are:

“ Messrs. Clark of Wyoming, Fall, Jones, Martine of New
Jersey, and Shafroth—=5.

“Those who voted in the negative are:

* Messrs. Ashurst, Bankhead, Brady, Bristow, Bryan, Burton,
Camden, Chamberlain, Clarke of Arkansas, Culberson, Cummins,
Gallinger, Gronna, Hitcheock, Hughes, Johnson, Kern, Lee of
Maryland, Lewis, Lippitt, McCumber, Nelson, O'Gorman, Over-
man, Page, Perkins, Poindexter, Pomerene, Ransdell, Saulsbury,
Sheppard, Shields, Simmons, Smith of Maryland, Smoot, Ster-
ling, Stone, Swanson, Thompson, Thornton, Vardaman, Walsh,
West, White, and Williams—45.

“ So the amendment was not agreed to.

“Mr. Cummins moved to strike out the word ‘five’ and
insert the word ‘six’ in line 1, Article IL; to strike out all
of the same article after the word ‘follows’ in line 2, and to
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘ Three nationals of each
of the high contracting parties,’ : :

“The amendment was not agreed to.

“Mr. Poindexter proposed the following amendment:

“In Article I, line 1, after the word °disputes,’ insert the
Jfollowing: ‘Not involving the Monroe doctrine or other gques-
tion of settled national policy, or the vital interests or the
national honor of either of the high contracting parties.’

“Pending the consideration of his amendment and in Te-
sponse to a suggestion by Mr. Poindexter of the absence .of a

quornm the roll was ealled. Fifty Senators responded to their
names, revealing the presence of a guorum.

“The ecall of the roll for the yeas and nays on Mr. Poin-
dexter's amendment was ordered on the demand of that Sen-
ator, duly seconded, with the result that 10 Senators responded
in the affirmative and 85 in the negative.

“Those who voted in the affirmative are,

“ Messrs. Borah, Brady, Bristow, Fall, Gallinger, Jones,
Martine of New Jersey, Page, Poindexter, and Smoot—10,

“Those who voted in the negative are,

““Messrs. Ashurst, Bankhead, Bryan, Burton, Camden, Cul-
berson, Hitcheock, Hollis, Hughes, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Lee
of Maryland, Lewis, Lippitt, McCumber, Nelson, O'Gorman,
Overman, Perkins, Pittman, Ransdell, Shafroth, Sheppard,
Shields, Simmeons, Smith of Georgia, Smith of Maryland, Ster-
ling, Stone, Swanson, Thompson, Thornton, West, White, and
Williams—35.

“(Messrs. Chamberlain, Johnson, Reed, and Thomas being
present and paired, the Viee President declared a quornm in
attendance,)

“So the amendment was not agreed to.

*No further amendments being offered and none having
been agreed to, the proceedings in Committee of the Whole
were reported to the Senate,

“Thereupon Mr. Swanson submitted the following resolution
of ratifieation:

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifica-
tion of the treaty between the United States and Norway (Ex.
J, 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the

cause of general peace, signed at Washington June 24, 1914, .

“'Mr. Jones submitted the following amendment :

“Add at the end of the resolution the following:

“‘Provided, That the Senate advises and consents to ‘the
ratification of said treaty with the understanding, to be made
part of such ratification, that the treaty does not authorize
the submission to or investigation by said intermitional com-
mission of any question which affects the admission of aliens
into the United States, or the admission of aliens to the educa-
tional institutions of the several States, or the territorial
integrity of the several States or of the United States, or con-
cerning the question of the alleged indebtedness or moneyed
obligation of any State of the United States, or any gquestion
which depends upon or involves the maintenance of the tradi-
tional attitude of the United States concerning American gues-
tions, commonly described as the Monroe doctrine, or other
purely governmental policy.

“The amendment was not agreed to.

“ No further amendments being presented, and the question re-
curring on the resolution as submitted by Mr. Swanson,

“Mr. Poindexter demanded a call of the roll for the ayes and
noes. The demand was seconded, and the call being ordered, re-
sulted in a vote of 45 yeas and 5 nays.

“Those who voted in the affirmative are,

* Messrs. Ashurst, Bankhead, Brady, Bryan, Burton, Camden,
Clarke of Arkansas, Gallinger, Gronna, Hitchcock, Hughes, John-
son, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Lee of Maryland, Lewis, Lippitt,
MeCumber, Martine of New Jersey, Nelson, O’Gorman, Overman,
Page, Perkins, Pittman, Pomerene, Ransdell, Saulsbury, Shaf-
roth, Sheppard, Shields, Simmons, Smith of Maryland, Smoot,
Sterling, Stone, Swanson, Thompson, Thornton, Vardaman,
Walsh, West, White, and Williams—#4,

“ Those who voted in the negative are,

* Messrs. Borah, Bristow, Fall, Jones, and Poindexter—?5.

“ So the resolution of ratification was agreed to.

“The Senate proceeded then, asin the Committee of the Whole,
to consider the treaty with the Netherlands (Ex. P), looking to
the advancement of the cause of general peace,

“The treaty was read the second time and proceeded with
article by article.

“There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the
Senate.

“There still being no amendments,

“ Mr. Swanson offered the following resolution of ratification:

“* Resolved (lwo-thirds of the Senators present comcurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and the Netherlands
(Ex. P, 63d Cong., 24 sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Washington, December 18,
1913

“Mr. Culberson demanded the yeas and nays and the ecall
being seconded, the Vice President orderéd that the roll be ealled,
which was done, with the result that 86 votes were cast in th
‘affirmative and 4 in the negative. 41
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“Those who voted in the affirmative are, -

“ Messrs, Ashurst, Bankhead, Brady, Bryan, Burton, Camden,
Gallinger, Gronna, Hollis, Hughes, Johnson, Kern, Lea of Ten-
nessee, Lee of Maryland, Lewis, Martine of New Jersey, Page,
Perkins, Pomerene, Ransdell, Saulsbury, Shafroth, Sheppard,
Simmons, Smith of Maryland Smoot, Stone, Swanson, Thomas,
Thompson, Thornton, Vardaman, Walsh, West, White, and Wil-
liams—36.

“Those who voted in the negative are,

# Messrs. Clapp, Fall, Jones, and Peindexter—4.

. “The call having developed the absence of a quorum, the Vice
President directed that the roll be called, with the result that 50
Senators responded to their names, showing a quorum present.

_ “The roll call for the yeas and nays on the resolution of ratifi-
cation being renewed, resulted in 48 votes in the affirmative and
none in the negative.

“Those who voted in the affirmative are,

# Messrs. Bankhead, Brady, Bryan, Burton, Camden, Chamber-
lain, Clarke of Arkansas, Culberson, Gallinger, Gronna, Hollis,
Hughes, Johnson, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Lee of Maryland,
Lewis, Lippitt, McCumber, Martine of New Jersey, Nelson,
O’Gorman, Overman, Owen, Page, Perkins, Pittman, Pomerene,
Ransdell, Reed, Saulsbury, Shafroth, Sheppard, Shields, Sim-
mons, Smith of Georgia, Smith of Maryland, Smoot, Sterling,
Stone, Swanson, Thomas, Thornton, Vardaman, Walsh, West,
White, and Williams—48. ¢

“(Mr. Jones having requested to be excused from voting,
the Vice President declared a quorum present.)

“Accordingly the resolution of ratification was agreed to.

“The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to

, consider the treaty with Portugal (Ex. 8), looking to the ad-

yvancement of the cause of general peace.

“The treaty was read the second time and proceeded with
article by article. )

“ There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the
Senate,

“ There gtill being no amendments, ;

“ Mr. Swanson presented the following resolution of ratifica-
tion:

‘¢ Resolved (fwo-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifica-
tion of the treaty between the United States and Portugal (Ex,
S, 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Lisbon February 4, 1914."

“Mr. Gallinger raised a point as to the presence of a quorum.

“On the call which ensued, 49 Senators responded to their
names, so 4 quorum was present.

“On demand of Mr. Gallinger, duly seconded, the yeas and
nays were ordered on the adoption of the resolution, with the
result that 47 votes were cast in the affirmative and 2 in the
negative.

“ Those who voted in the affirmative are,

“ Messrs. Ashurst, Bankhead, Brady, Bryan, Burton, Camden,
Chamberlain, Clarke of Arkansas, Gallinger, Gronna, Hollis,
Hughes, Johnson, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Lee of Maryland,
Lewis, McCumber, Martine of New Jersey, Nelson, Newlands,
O'Gorman, Owen, Page, Perkins, Pittman, Pomerene, Ransdell,
Reed, Saulsbury, Shafroth, Sheppard, Shields, Simmons, Smith
of Maryland, Smoot, Sterling, Stone, Swanson; Thomas, Thomp-
son, Thornton, Vardaman, Walsh, West, White, and Williams—
47,

“ Those who voted in the negative are,

“ Messrs. Jones and Poindexter—2.

“Accordingly the resolution of ratification was agreed to. .

“The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to
consider the other general peace treaties.

“mhe treaty with Switzerland (Ex. U) was read the second
time and proceeded with article by article.

“There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the
Senate,

“ There still being no amendments,

“Mr. Swanson proposed the following resolution of ratifi-
cation : L

“¢ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Switzerland (IEx.
U, 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Washington February 13,
1914, 3

“The resolution was put to a vote by unanimous consent
and agreed to.

“The treaty with Denmark (Ex. X) was read a second time
and proceeded with, article by article.

“Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
proposed the following amendment : i

“In line 3 of Article I, after the word ‘whatsoever’ and
before the word ‘which, insert the following: ‘to the settle-
ment of which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do
not apply in their terms or are not applied in fact, and.”

“The amendment was agreed to, and

“There being no further amendments, -

“The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate,

“The amendments made in Committee of the Whole being
concurred in by the Senate, and ,

‘ There being no further amendments,

“On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it
was .

" Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifieation
of the treaty between the United States and Denmark (Ex. X,
G3d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the cause
of general peace, signed at Washington April 17, 1914, with the
following amendment : :

“In line 3 of Article I, after the word ‘whatsoever’ and
before the word ‘which,’ insert the following: ‘to the settle-
ment of which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do
not apply in their terms or are not applied in fact, and,’

“ So that as amended the article will read:

“‘The high contracting parties agree that all disputes be-
tween them of every nature whatsoever, to the settlement of
which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do not apply
in their terms or are not applied in fact, and which diplomacy
shall fail to adjust, shall be submitted for investigation and
report to an international commission, to be constituted in the
manner preseribed in the next succeeding article; and they
agree not 'to declare war or begin hostilities during such investi-
gation and report.”

“The treaty with Italy (Ex. Y) was read the second time
and proceeded with, article by article.

“ There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the
Senate,

“There still being no amendments,

“On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it
was
" % Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Italy (Ex. Y, 63d
Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the cause of
general peace, signed at Washington, May 5, 1914,

“The treaty with Salvador (Ex. K) was read a second time
and proceeded with, article by article.

“Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
proposed the following amendments:

“1, In line 3 of Article I, after the word ‘ whatsoever ' and
before the word ‘which,’ insert the following: ‘to the settle-
ment of which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do
not apply in their terms or are not applied in fact, and.’

“ 9. Strike out Article IV.

“3 (Change the title of the next article so as to make it read
‘Article IV ' instead of ‘Article V.

“he amendments were agreed to in the order given; and

“ There being no further amendments,

“The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate,

“The amendments made in Committee of the Whole being con-
curred in by the Senate, and

“ There being no further amendments,

“ On motion by Mr, Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it
was

“Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Salvador (Ex. K,
63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the cause of
general peace, signed at Washington, August 7, 1913, with the
following amendments:

“7, In line 8 of Article I, after the word * whatsoever® and
before the word °which,” insert the following: ‘to the seftle-
ment of which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do
not apply in their terms or are not applied in fact, and,’ so that
as amended the article will read: 3

#iPhe high coniracting parties agree that all disputes be-
tween them of every. nature whatsoever, to the settlement of
which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do not apply
in their terms or are not applied in faect, and which diplomacy
shall fail to adjust, shall be submitted for investigation and
report to an international commission, to be constituted in the
manner prescribed in the next succeeding article; and they
agree not to declare war or begin hostilities during such in-
vestigation and report.’

“ 2, Strike out Article IV.
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“3. Change the title of the next article so as'to make it read
‘Article IV’ instead of ‘Article V.

“The treaty with Guatemala (Ex. L) was read a second time
and proceeded with article by article.

“Mr, Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
proposed the following amendments:

“1. Strike out Article IV. _

“2. Change the title of the next article so as to make it read
‘Article IV’ instead of ‘Article V.

“The amendments were agreed to; and

“There being no further amendments,

“ The treaty as amended was report 0

“The amendments made in -Commi
concurred in by the Senate, and

“There being no further amendments,
*On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it
was s

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification

e Senate.
of the Whole being

of the treaty between the United States and Guatemala (Ex.

L., 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Washington, September- 20,
1913, with the following amendments:

“1. Strike out Article IV.

“2. Change the title of the next article so as to make it
Tead ‘Article IV ' instead of ‘Article V.

“The treaty with Honduras (Ex. N) was read a second
time and proceeded with article by article.

“ Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
presented the following amendments:

“1. Strike out Article IV. -

“ 2. Change the title of the mext article so as to make it
read ‘Article IV’ instead of *Article V.

“The amendments were agreed to, and

“ There being no further amendments,

“The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate.

“The amendments made in Committee of the Whole being
concurred in by the Senate, and

“There being no further amendments,

“On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent,
it was

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the rgtification
of the treaty between the United States and Honduras (Ex.
N, 634 Cong.,, 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Washington, November 3,
1913, with the following amendments:

“1, Strike out Article IV.

“2 Change the title of the next article so as to make it read
‘Article IV’ instead of ‘Article V.

“The treaty with Nicaragna (Ex. O) was read a second
time and proceeded with article by article.

“Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
presented the following amendments:

1, Strike out Article TV.

“ 2 (Change the title of the next article so as to make it read
‘Article IV ' instead of ‘Article V.’ :

“ The amendments were agreed to, and

“ There being no further amendments,

% The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate.

“The amendments made in Committee of the Whole being
concurred in by the Senate, and

“There being no furthr amendments,

“On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent,
it was ”

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
thergin), That the Senate adyise and consent to' the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Nicaragua (Ex. O,
63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the cause
of general peace, signed at Washington, December 17, 1913,
with the following amendments:

“1, Strike out Article IV, _

#“9 (Change the title of the next article so as to make it read
‘Article IV’ instead of ‘Article V.

“/The treaty with Bolivia (Ex. Q) was read the second time |-

and proceeded with, article by article. There being no amend-
‘ments, the treaty was reported to the Senate. '

“There still being no amendments, AT '

“ On motion by Mr, Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it
“Wwas

“ Resolved (lwo-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United Sfates and Bolivia (Ex. Q,
63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking fo the advancement of the cause of
general peace, signed at Washington, January 22, 1914,

“The treaty with Persia (Ex. R) was read a second time and
proceeded with, article by article.

“Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
presented the following amendments :

“1. Strike out Article IV.

“2, Change the title of the next article so s to make it read
‘Artiele IV’ instead of *Article V. 3

“The amendments were agreed to, and

“There being no further amendments,

'*The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate.

““The amendments made in the Committee of the Whole being
concurred in by the Senate, and

“There being no further amendments,

“ On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it was

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Persia (Ex. R, 63d
Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the eause of gen-
eral peace, signed at Teheran, February 4, 1914, with the follow-
ing amendments:

“1. Strike out Article IV.

“3 (Change the title of the next article so as to make it read
‘Article IV’ instead of ‘Article V.

“The treaty with Costa Riea (Ex, T) was read the second
time and proceeded with, article by article.

“There being no amendments, 'the treaty was reported to the
Senate. "

“ There still being no amendments,

% On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it was

“ Resolved (lwo-thirds of the Senators present concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Costa Rica (Ex. T,
63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the cause of
general peace, signed at Washington February 13, 1914.

“The treaty with Venezuela (Ex. W) was read the second
time and proceeded with, article by article. .

“ There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the
Senate,

“ There still being no amendments,

“ On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it was

“ Resolved (fwo-thirds of the Senafors preseni concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifica-
tion of the treaty between the United States and Venezuela
(Ex. W, 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Caracas March 21, 1914.

“The treaty with Uruguay (Ex. Z) was read the second time
and proceeded with article by article. :

“ There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the
Senate.

“ There still being no amendments,

“ On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it
was

“ Resolved (fwo-thirds of the Senators preseni concurring
therein), That the Senate advise and eonsent to the ratification
of 'the treaty between the United States and Uruguay (Ex. Z,
638d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the eause
of general peace, signed at Washington July 20, 1914. 2

“The treaty with Argentina (Ex. AA) was read a second
time and proceeded with article by article.

“ Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
proposed the following amendment:

“Tn line 8 of Article I, after the word *whatsoever ' and be-
fore the word ‘ which,” insert the following: “to the settlement
of which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do not
apply in their terms or are not applied in fact, and.’

* The amendments were agreed to, and

“ There being no further amendments,

‘% The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate.

“The amendments made in Committee of the Whole being
concurred in by the Senate, and
© “There being no further amendments,

“ On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent, it

was

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators preseni concurving
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty 'between the United States and Argentina (BEx.
AA, 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Washington July 24, 1914, with
the following amendment : :

“In line 8 of Article I, after the word * whatsoever' and be-

‘fore the word *which,’ insert the following: “to the settlement

of which previous arbitration treaties or- agreements do mot

‘apply‘in their terms or are not applied in fact, and,’ so that as

amended the article will read:




“word ‘shall’ insert the following:
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“!The high contracting parties agree that all disputes:be-
tween them of every mature whatsoever, to the settlement of

. which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do not ap-

ply in their terms or are not applied in fact, and which diplo-
macy shall fail to adjust, shall be submitted for investigation
‘and report to am international commission, to be constituted in
the manner prescribed in the next succeeding article; and they
agree not to declare war or begin hostilities during such investi-
gation and report.

“The treaty with ‘Brazil (Ex. BB) was read the secon(l
time and proceeded with article by article,
S{‘“ There being no amendments, the treaty was reported to the

nate.

“There still being no amendments,

*“ On motion by Mr. Swanson, and by unanimous consent it
was

“ Resolved (twwo- thirds of the Senators present cmmtrring

- therein), That the Semate advise and consent to the ratifica-
-tion of the treaty between the United States and Brazil (Ex.

BB, 63d Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the
cause of general peace, signed at Washington July 24, 1914..

“The treaty with Chile (Ex. CC) was read a second time.and
proceeded with article by article.

“Mr. Swanson, from the Committee on F' orelgn Relations,
presented the following amendment :

“In line 3 in Article I, after the }vord ‘them ' and before.the

to the settlement of which

previous arbitration treaties or agreements de not apply in their

.terms or are not applied in fact.

“The amendments were agreed to, and

“ There being no further amendment,

“The treaty as amended was reported to the Senate.

“The amendments made in Committeé of the Whole being con-
curred in by the Senate, and |

* There being no further amendments,

* On motion by Mr. Swanson, and hy unanimous consent, it
was

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present mmmug
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification
of the treaty between the United States and Chile (Ex. CC, 63d
Cong., 2d sess.), looking to the advancement of the cause of

~general peace, signed at Washington, July 24, 1914, with the

following amendment :

*In line 3, in Article I, after the word ‘ them ' and before the
word ‘ shall,’ insert the following: *‘to the settlement of which
previous arbitration treaties or agreements do not apply in their
terms or are not applied in fact,” so that as amended the article
will read:

“iThe high contracting parties agree that all disputes that
may arise in the future between them, to the settlement of
which previous arbitration treaties or agreements do not apply
in their terms or are not applied in fact, shall, when diplomatic
methods of adjustment have failed, be submitted for investiga-
tion and’ report to an international ‘commission, to be consti-
tuted in the manner prescribed in the next succeeding article;
and they agree not to declare war or begin hostilities during
such investigation nor before all resoirces stipulated in this
treaty have proved unsuccessful.’

“Ordered, That said resolutions of ratification be transmitted
forthwith to the President of the United States,

* On motion by Mr; Swanson, consideration of the treaty with
Panama (Ex, M) and the :treaty mi'th the Dominican Repuhlic

(Ex. V) was postpo‘ned.

“ On motion by Mr. Swanson, it was

“Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the
treaties for the advancement of the cause of general peace with
Norway, the Netherlands, Portugal, Switzerland, Denmark,
Italy, Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Bolivia, Per-
sin, Costa Rica, Venezuela, Uruguay, Argentina, Brazil, and
Chile, together with the resolutions of ratification of and-the
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the same, and

“That the said treaties be printed, with amendments."” .

Mr, WALSH of Montana. In the discussion of this particular
phase of the reservation under consideration the Senator from
Missouri [Mr, Rep] expressed very great concern lest, while a
matter in which we were interested was under consideration
by the council, our antagonist would be busily engaged in pre-
paring for war, so that immediately the report of the counecil
was submitted we might become the ¥ietim of our unprepared-
pess upon the one side and his extreme preparedness upon the
other. Of vourse, Mr. President, that implies that the United
States, ameng all the nations of the earth, would be blind to
everything thnt was going on throughout the world, and par-
ticularly in the enemy country, and would be supinely awaiting

a determination while the other party was feverishly engaged
in 4 military program awaiting the judgment of the council.

Mr. REED rose.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator will pardon me for
just & moment. But, Mr. President, aside from that, I call the
attention of the Senate to the fact that that is one of the dan-
gers of the Bryan treaties, which secured practically the unani-
mous consent of the Senate, as I have heretofore indicated. I
conclude the reading or article 1 of the Bryan treaty with the
Netherlands, as follows

And they agree mpt to dﬂ:lare war or begin hostilities during such
investigation and e report is submitted.

‘Now T yield to th ﬂator from Missourl.

Mr, REED. I did not rise to make any complaint at all, but
the Senator from Montana put a construction upon the words of
the Senator from Missouri—I presume he was referring to me—
and I wanted to know if he could not put in the Recorp what I
said instead of his construction.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall be very glad to submit as
a part of my remarks that portion of the remarks’of the Senator
from Missouri to which I have adverted.

-Mr. REED. I have not seen my remarks as they appear in
the REcorp.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have undertaken to state what
the Senator said without having his remarks before me. I
understood them to be to the effect that while the council was
thus deliberating upon a matter submitted to it under the pro-
visions of article 15, we would be under the peril of the other
party feverishly preparlng for war.

Mr. REED. I think the Senator—my very good friend, and
a very fair man, as fair as his sometimes strong opinions will
permit him to be—hardly stated my position correctly. I
have not seen my remarks in print since I made them, but I
know what my position would have been and what it was on
the Bryan treaties.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I shall be very glad to have. the
Senator state what his position was in reference to the matter

to which I have just, perhaps inaccurately, alluded.

Mr, REED. That is precisely what I should like to do, and
I desire to say only a word. My position on the Bryan
treaties—

Mr, WALSH of Montana. - Mr. President, I made no ques-
tion as to the Senator's position on the Bryan treaties. I was
referring to some remarks which he made last Thursday in
criticism of the covenant of the League of Nations, upon the
ground that while the question in dispute between this coun-
try and another country was under consideration under the
provisions of article 15 we were then in peril of having the
other party arm against us.

Mr. REED. All that I desire to say is that the position I
took on the Bryan treaties and the position I take with refer-
ence to this particular clause in the pending treaty is that, if
the only effect is a delay of three months, it does not at all
follow that it will mitigate the horrors of war, because one or
both of the parties may during all of that time be busily en-
gaged in preparing for war, and there is always the danger that
one nation, the nation most inclined to follow policies of peace,
will be relying upon the protection of a decision, whereas the
other nation, probably a natlon controlled by an . autocracy
of some kind, will know exactly what it is going to do and will
be preparing all the time to strike. 1 do not offer that as a
major objection, but I do offer it as one of the things that tend
to show that three months’ delay may not mean peace.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. And the only purpose of my rising
this morning is to indicate to the Benator that exactly the same
condition confronts us now under the Bryan tréaties to which
we are already bound.

Mr. REED. And against which I voted. 8o, I am con-
sistent.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator is quite in error
about that. He voted for the Bryan freaty with the Nether-
lands, and his vote ratified the treaty.

Mr. REED. If that is true the record is in error, for I
voted against every one of the Bryan treaties.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I read from the executive record.

Mr. REED. If the record shows differently, it shows a mis-
take.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The executive record in connee-
tion with the treaty with the Netherlands reads as follows:

Hr Swaxsox offered the following resolution of ratification :

“Resolved (two-thirds o J the Benators present concurring therein),
That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of the treaty be-
tween the United States and the Netherlands (Ex, P, 634 y 24

sess.) Jooking to the advancement of the cause o meul pmu.- ed
at Washington, December 18, 1913.” » sign
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Mr. CurpensoN demanded the yeas and nays, and, the call being
seconded, the Vice President ordered that the roll be called, which was
done, with the result that 36 votes were cast in the afficmative and 4
in the negative, :

Those who voted in the affirmative are:

Messrs, Ashurst, Bankhead, Brady, Bryan, Burton, Camden, Gal-
linger, Gronna, Hollis, Hughes, Johnson, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Lee
of Maryland, Lewis, Martine of New Jersey, Page, Perkins, Pomerene,
Ransdell, Saulsbury, Shafroth, Sheppard, Simmons, Smith of Maryland,
Bmoot, Stone, Swanson, Thomas, Thompson, Thornton, Vardaman,
Walsh, West, White, and Williams—236.

Those who voted in the negative are,

Messrs, CI’DP' Fall, Jones, and Poindexter—4.

The eall having developed the absence of a quorum, the Vice President
directed that the roll be called, with the result that 50 Senators re-
sponded to their names, s‘howing a quorum present. 4

The roll call for the yeas and nays on the resolution of ratification
b(-lmtl renewed, resulted in 48 votes in the affirmative and none in the
negalive,

hose who yoted in the aflirmative are,—

Messrs, Bankhead, Brady, Bryan, Burton, Chamberlain,
Clarke of Arkansas, (’Julberson. Gallinger, Gronna, Hollis, Hughes, John-
son, Kern, Lea of Tennessee, Leec of Maryland, Lewis, Lippitt, Mc-
erman, Owen, Page,

Camden,

Cumber, Martine of New Jersey, Nelson, O’Gorman,

Perking, Pittman, Pomerene, nsdell, Reed, Saulsbury, Shafroth, Shep-
pard, Sizieldn. Simmons, Smith of Georgia, Smith of Maryland, Emout,
Hterling, Btone, Swanson, Thomas, Thornton, Vardaman, Walsh, West,

White, and Williams—48, .

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to
interrupt him?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. REED. Of course I have never seen the executive rec-
ord from which the Senator has read. I consistently opposed
the Bryan treaties; I spoke against them, and I have repeat-
edly stated on the floor of the Senate that I opposed the Bryan
treaties. The record is, in my opinion, simply an error. I
made speeches against the Bryan freaties when they were
being considered here in executive session, as many Senators
will remember. That was one of my acts of insubordination.
I engaged then in a somewhat lengthy discussion of them.
There is a naked possibility that, coming into the Senate on a
second call of the roll, I may have voted on this particular
matter without having understood the question, voting simply
with the great majority present. -But I ask the Senator has
he examined the votes on the other Bryan treaties?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have.

Mr. REED. Does the Senator find me voting for them?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I find no case where the Senator
from Missouri voted against any of them.

Mr. REED. Does the Senator find that T voted for them?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not find the Senator’s name
as voting at all except on the Netherlands treaty. The Sena-
tor was not sufficiently interested in their defeat at least to
come in and vote against any of them.

Mr. REED. Oh, well, I was interested against them. The
Senator wants to be fair with me——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly,

Mr. REED. There are Senators here who will remember
that T spoke against those treaties. I have always said that,
in my opinion, they were treaties that would bring us no
good ; that they were shortsighted; that they would be ebeyed
by the power that wanted to obey them and disobeyed by the
other; that it would result in the nation employing the inter-
val of time, if it wanted to be a vicious nation, in getting ready
to strike us; that we would be the Nation that would rely
upon honesty of conduct, but that the same motives could not
be attributed to all the nations of the world. I think possibly
I can find some remarks I have made of that kind which were
not made in executive session; but to try to put me in the
attitude of supporting the Bryan freaties by the last remark
of the Senator that I was not sufficiently interested to vote
against them is not fair. It is true that in the consideration
of the Bryan treaties—and there were a number of them—a
point was reached where it was perfectly manifest that the
Senate was going to ratify them, and objection became abso-
Iutely useless, :

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, that statement of
the Senator appears to be sustained by the record, for having
taken votes upon several of the treaties and the temper of the
Senate having been easily disclosed, the remainder of them went
nem con. So that I read the test vote; the Senator, being pres-,
ent, was recorded in the affirmative, and I said that his vote
carried the treaty. There were 48 votes——

Mr. REED. Was that the first treaty voted cn?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; the first treaty voted on was,
according to my recollection, the treafy with Norway, and the
Netherlands freaty was the second.

Mr. REED. I know I did not support them.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not find the Senator recorded
either way upon the first treaty, the treaty with Norway ; but

LIX- =233

the point that T am making is that 49 Senators appeared to haye
been present; but the Senator from Washington [Mr, Jowes],
being present, asked to be excused from voting. It took 49 votes
to make a quorum, and, if the Senator from Missouri had not
been here, it would have been impossible, on that occasion at
least, to ratify the treaty. :

There is another matter to which I wish to call the attention
of the Senator from Missouri., In connection with the same re-
marks, to which I have already referred, he insisted that we
were submitting these guestions to the arbitrament of a foreign
tribunal, a tribunal composed of foreigners. Of course, that is
correct; the United States will not be permitted to vote upon
the determination of any controversy to which it is a party, and
naturally the question must then be determined by the votes of
representatives of other countries, That, however, is also a
feature of the Bryan treaties. I read article 2 of the treaty with
the Netherlands, as follows:

The international commission shall be composed of five members, to
be appointed as follows : One member shall be chosen from each country,
by the government thereof ; one member shall be chosen by each govern-
ment from some third country; the fifth member shall be chosen by
common agreement between the two governments, it being understood
that he shall not be a citizen of either country. The expenses of the
commission shall be paid by the two ﬁovmmenta in equal proportion.

The international commission shall be appointed within six months
after the exchange of the ratifications of this treaty, and vacancies shall
be filled according to the manner of the original appointment.

It thus appears that—

One member shall be chosen from each country, by the government
thereof ; one member shall be chosen by each government from Some
third country—

That will make four, the third and fourth not being citizens of
either country that is a party to the controversy— _

The fifth member shall be chosen by common agreement between
the two Governments, it being understood that he shall wot be a citizen
of either country.

So that of the five members of the international commission
provided for by the Bryan treaties, in a ease in which we are
interested there will be just one United States citizen and
four foreigners; so that is another consignment of water that
has already gone by the mill. We have committed ourselves
to the determination of all of these controversies by a tribunal
of investigation and inquiry acting in substantially the same
way as the council. We have stipulated that we will not go
to war while the subject is under consideration by the commis-
sion, and we have agreed that the matter shall be determined
by a commission four out of the five members of which are not
citizens of this country.

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from Mis-
souri. ;

Mr. REED. I want to ask the Senator if he does not see
first this difference—of course he sees it, for he has stated it.
We have one representafive in the arbitration under the Bryan
treaties.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Quite right.

Mr. REED. Under the League of Nations we have no repre-
sentative. That is difference one. Second, under the Bryan
treaties we participate in the selection of three of the judges,
do we not?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is correct.

Mr. REED. And unless we agree upon three of the judges,
who constitute the majority, there ean be no arbitration, That
is true, is it not?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes.

Mr. REED. Now, is there no difference between a tribunal
where we must agree on three of the judges, one of whom
must be one of our own citizens, and a tribunal where we
agree on none of the judges, and every one of them is a
foreigner, and probably allied in interest with our antagonist?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President,: the Senator can
point out other differences between the council and the com-
mission agreed upon under the Bryan treaties. " That is not
the point I am making., The point I am making is that, in the
first place, we have already agreed to submit all of these con-
troversies to the determination of a tribunal. In the secondd
place, we have agreed that we will not go to war while that
tribunal has these subjects under consideration. In the third
place, the commission is composed of four out of five foreign-
ers, as the matter has been expressed by the Senator. Now,
there may be some countervailing considerations. I do not
undertake to say.

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will bear with me
for a moment, under the Bryan treaties the determination is
made by a majority, not by a unanimous vote,
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Mr. REED. Certainly; it is‘'made by a majority, and'we help
pick that majority, and we pick them with a view to the par-

ticular controversy where it may be possible to find fair judges,
In' other”

selected with reference to a particular controversy.
words, it Is not' much different from an ordinary agreement in
court for arbitration; but there is this difference between the
two treaties: One is a treaty of arbitration, where we have a
direct representation and a right to participate in the selection
of a majority of the judges. The other is an agreement to
submit a matter to a tribunal which, as we start' out, we find
is composed entirely of foreigners; we have nothing to say with
reference to their selection, and these foreigners are inextri-

cably tied together by every kind of alliance and every kind of |

agreement and every kind of interest. It is the difference
between submitting a thing to a court which you have a reason-
ablé ground to believe will be impartial and submitting it to a
court over which you have no control'and which you have every
reason to believe will be partial.

Mr. WALSH of Montana., I merely desire to add that the
only oujection I have to this reservation: is:that I' do not care
‘to have my country put in:the attitude of saying—tliat is; so
far as I can help it; there are some things I can not help; but I
shall not willingly put my country in the:attitude of saying—
to the other nations of the earth, * If we have a controversy
with you which you insist is domestic in character, it must be
determined by the council; but if we have a controversy in
which we insist that the question is domestic, we will determine
it for ourselves.” I think it scarcely comports with the dignity
of this great couniry of ours and this Government of ours to
tender any such proposition fo any nation.

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— I

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President; will the Senator yield?

Mr. WALSH' of Montana. T yield.

Mr. LENROOT. If, then, we are engaged in a dispute and
the other party to the dispute insists that the question is not
a domestic one, and we insist that it is, is the Senator in favor
of having the council decide for the United States whether it is
a domestic question?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator is in favor of giving
the other country exactly the same privilege that we claim for
ourselves. If we say for ourselves that we will not submit
the controversy to the determination of the council, but that
we shall judge it ourselves, we should' give the other country
exactly the same opportunity.

Mr. LENROOT. Then I should like to ask the Senator's con-
struction of the present treaty, as to whether the council has
jurisdiction to decide that question. :
© Mr. WALSH of Montana. I think the treaty is perfectly
plain upon the matter,

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think it has jurisdietion?

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Why, it does not seem to me that
the word * jurisdiction' is very appropriately used. There
can not be any controversy about what the covenant provides.
I read:

If the dispute between the parties is claimed b{ one of them, and is
found by the conncil, to arise out of a matier which by international
iaw is solely within the domesti¢ jurisdietion of that party; the coumeil
ghall so report, and shall make no recommendation as to its settlement.

I do not see how language could be plainer that that. If we
raise the point that the question is domestic in character, the
determination of the gquestion as to whether it is or whether
it is not goes to the council; and if the council shall determine
that it is domestic it shall make no recommendation as to its
settlement. If, on the other hand, we have a controversy with
some other nation, and we ask the council to determine the
matter as between us and the other nation, and the other na-
tion insists that the question is domestic in character, the
council would do exactly the same thing; it would determine the
matter, and if it found that it was domestic in character it
would make no recommendation as to settlement. The Sen-
ator can not misunderstand my position. If we are going to
“determine for ourselves that the question iIs domestic, it seems
* to me pretty small to say to the other party, “You shall not.”

Mr. LENROOT. I thoroughly agree with the Senator in his
construction. I think he is absolutely correet. Then I' take
it that the Senator's position is that he is willing to amend
this treaty, taking away that jurisdlction from the couneil,
but if the treaty can not be amended he is willing to have the
council decide these domestie questions?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator need not go that far.
I am in favor of the provision of the treaty just exaectly as it
stands. I have not the slightest fear about the matter. In the
first place, Mr. President; cases are very rarely going to arise

if such a case should arise, what reason have we to assume that
the council is going to determine a matter of that character
adversely to us, or that there would be prejudice pgainst the
contention of the United States?

Mr. PHELAN and Mr. REED' addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Warsox in the chair).
Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from

California?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do.

Mr. PHELAN. The Senator construes the covenant as re-
quiring unanimity on the part of the council in its decision as
to whether or not a question is domestic¢?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exaetly.

Mr. PHELAN. Then those who are interested in the deter-
mination. of the question as parties would be excluded from
participation 2.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Undoubtedly.

Mr. PHELAN. Therefore the United States, for instance,
would not be in a position to proteet itself?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If all the world held that we
were wrong about the matter, as a matter of course the league
would take jurisdiction.

J ::r. PHELAN. I call the Senator’'s attention to a concrete
act: f

There was a council in Paris the other day, and the question
of racial equality was submitted to it. I Dbelieve that body
was called a commission; and, as I read the report which has
come out—there has been no official report of the proceedings—
by a vote of 11 to 5 it was declared that the league covenant
should be interpreted to confer national or racial equality; that
is, giving Japanese, for instance, the same rights of immigra-
tion and naturalization as other nationals. There is a case
where a majority has acted, and I understand that those nations
which were most interested in defeating the proposal—Great
Britain' and the United States—voted in the:negative. There
they had an opportunity to protect themselves. Here, accord-
ing to the Senator from Montana, if the same proposition arises
neither Great Britain nor the United States would be in n posi-
tion to protect itself. Therefore I believe that the amendment
proposed by the Senator from' Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce],
defining what is a domestic question and debarring the league
from jurisdiction over such questions, is a necessary thing
to protect the interests of this country.

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Misseuri?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will yield to the Senator in just
a moment. I merely desire to say to the Senator from Cali-
fornia that if he studies the so-called Lodge reservation upon
this matter he will see that it does not undertake to define our
domestic questions. It says that domestic questions relating to
certnin subjeets shall not'be considered by the league, leaving the
question as to what are domestic questions to be determined in
some way or other,

Mr. PHELAN. My understanding of the Lodge reservation
No. 4—T have not it before me—is that questions of immigration,
commerce, tariff, and the like, shall be regarded as domestie’
questions, and shall be excluded from the consideration of the
league, thus denying the league jurisdiction.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr: President

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to get the Senator from
California straight about this if T can. The Senator obviously;
is in error’ concerning the meaning of this reservation. The
word “commerce’ is in it. If his interpretation is correet;!
then every question in relation to commerce—even internationall
commerce, which has no domestic aspect at all—is declared tt1|
be without the jurisdiction of the leagme. That is not the
purpose of this section at all. It reads: i

reserves to itself exclusivel he
wﬁ‘;‘i%ﬂ?ﬁfﬁgﬁ within its domestic gtn'lsﬂ.tr:tlg::l.t nnﬁ%ﬁgeg eﬁlag?:
all demestic and political questions relat

To commerce or relating to immigration—that is, all domestic
questions relating to these subjects—are without the jurisdic-
tion of the league.

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, it is a reservation by the
United States to decide for itself what questions are within its'
domestic jurisdietion.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator is correct about that.

Mr. PHELAN. That is satisfactory to me. The rest is sur-
plusage.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, in order to clear up one or two
questions which the Senator from Montana has raised, I want

where one side will insist that'a question i a domestic one; but, | just a few minutes of the time of the Senate,
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The Senator undertakes to put me in the attitude of being
estopped from saying that the article of the league covenant
which provides for the submission of all questions to the council
of the league, and that the parties can not go to war pending
its decision, and never if the decision ig unanimous, is dangerous,
because one nation might prepare for war during the interval of
abeyance. The Senator so insists on the ground that I voted,
as he states and as the Journal he read bears him out in stating,
for the Bryan peace treaties.

Of course, we never examine the Journal. The last thing in
the world I would do would be to accuse one of the clerks of
the Senate either of willfully misrecording a vote or of being
stupid in the performance of his business, for neither statement
is true; but mistakes occur, and while human recollection is
fallible, it is not possible that my recollection is in error about
my position with reference to the Bryan treaties. I know that
1 mide speeches opposing the Bryan treaties. My impression
at present is that they were all made in executive session in the
early days of the debates on those treaties. If made in execu-
tive session, of course they do not appear in the Recorp; but
one of the first things I was severely criticized for doing in the
Senate, as being contrary to the desires of the President, was
the opposition I manifested to the Bryan treaties,

I said then, and I say now, this regarding the Bryan treaties:
They simply provide for arbitration, and that a nation shall not
2o to war until there has been a finding by a board of arbitrators.

After that a nation was at perfect liberty to go to war. So
that all the Bryan treaties did and all they were intended to
do was to delay action. They did not provide for a maintenance
of the status quo during that period of arbitration.

I remember illustrating it In this wise: We have a contro-
versy with Japan and Mexico over the attempt of Japan to
establish not only a colony but possibly to gain control
and a military base and maval base in one of the ports of
Mexico. We protest against that action and notify Japan that
under the Monroe doctrine we will not permit it, whereupon
Japan under the Bryan treaty demands arbitration. Three or
four or five or six months elapse, during which time the United
States is absolutely bound not to lift a hand, but in the mean-
time there is no provision binding Japan to cease operations,
Accordingly, during that six months, if she were to see fit, she
could land an army of a million men, she could establish an
impregnable fortress, she could mass her fleet in the waters
of the Pacific and place them under the guns of that fortress,
so that when the time had expired and we were permitted to
act, we would be obliged to move our troops against the guns
of a fortress and against an intrenched army of a million men,
whereas if we had no such arrangement, at the first moment
it became manifest Japan intended to violate the Monroe doc-
trine we would move our troops and our. ships to the scene of
action, and we would be able to protect our country with a very
slight loss of men and material.

That was my fundamental objection, and I added at that time
that it was no answer to say that we, as well as the other
nation, might prepare, for that would not save us anything, but
that the real difficulty was and is under all these treaties that
the United States, always impeiled by a high regard for the
spirit of the obligations of treaties, would probably rely upon
the other nation complying with the treaty, whereas, as ex-
perience has shown, autocratic governments and military gov-
ernments have generally employed to their advantage every
such situation as would develop under the circumstances to
which I have just alluded.

Now, what has all that to do with this treaty? Where is the
parallel between the two? Because I may have agreed that
one of my clients should arbitrate a particular question before
a certain tribunal, that does not mean that I am thereafter
bound to agree that my client shall submit to an entirely
different tribunal the arbitration of every question with every
individual. It may be entirely wise to agree to arbitrate a
question with A or to arbitrate all disputes arising with A, but
very unwise to agree to arbitrate all disputes with everybody
arising anywhere and at any time before the same or an
entirely different kind of court.

But the main point I desire to urge is the essential difference
in the courts and causes to be determined. Every lawyer knows
that when it is proposed to him to arbitrate a dispute between
his client and another, the first question to be settled is the
arbiters. If you can secure fair arbiters for that particular
question, you sometimes, and, indeed, frequently, agree to arbi-
tration. The ordinary method is for each of the parties to select
an arbiter and then the two by agreement select a disinterested
man for the third arbiter. Accordingly the litigant has this
security, that he knows that one of the men going upon the board

of arbitration is naturally friendly to him and will defend his
interests. He knows that the third or deeciding vote must be cast
by a man whom the litigants' representatives have, after exami-
nation, determined to be an absolutely fair and impartial man.
So that in fact you have an impartial tribunal to decide the par-
ticular case.

It is possible that between nations, if you segregate a particu-
lar controversy, you may find a representative of some nation, a
citizen of some nation, so far removed by circumstances from an
interest in the controversy that his decision will be absolutely
impartial. You may find one or two such disinterested indi-
viduals, Therefore, an arrangement to arbifrate where the
parties are to agree to arbiters in each particular case may be
a feasible thing between nations in many cases and a thing highly
to be desired and which has not often been done,

Let us compare that to the proposition that is before us. The
council is not a board of arbitration selected at the time for a
particular case, It is a fixed tribunal, the members of which
are selected now, and that membership is permanent. If the
members of that tribunal are interested in the controversy there is
no way to disqualify them or take them from the board. The only
parties that are not allowed to sit are the parties to the contro-
versy, but the parties to the controversy may not be and, indeed,
almost inevitably are not the parties at interest. I illustrated
that the other day. Suppose that a controversy arises over the
Panama Canal Zone, involving the right of the United States to
permit ships of her own to go through her own canal free and to
charge toll upon the ships of other nations. Suppose that dispute
arises between the United States and Great Britain. Of course,’

-Great Britain would not sit and we would not sit upon the board,

because we are parties to the controversy. But who would sit
and who would constitute the board?

France. Is France interested? She is as much interested as
Great Britain in proportion to the number of vessels that she
has upon the waters of the ocean, for if her vessels could go
through free it would advantage her just as much as it would
advantage Great Britain if her vessels could go through free or
on a parity with ours. Nevertheless she is not disqualified, but
sits. The man who will deny that is not g fair man.

Who else would sit? Japan. Is Japan interested? She has
a great navy of war and of peace. She is interested just as
England is interested. Italy would sit; she has a navy of war
and of peace and is interested. Spain would sit; and she has
a navy of war and of peace and is interested. Belgium would
sit; she has a navy of war and of peace and is interested.
Greece would sit; and she has a navy of war and of peace and
is interested. Brazil would sit; and Brazil has a navy of war
and of peace and is interested.

We do not sit, and we have no voice. So that instead of
having a tribunal where we have a direct representation of two
men, where the deciding vote is to be cast by some man picked
from a disinterested country, if you can find one in such a con-
troversy—and I do not believe you could in the whole world—
you are going before a packed tribunal, the interests of every
member being against the claim of the United States. Do Sen-
ators see no distinction between that kind of an arrangement
and an agreement to arbitrate before arbiters they were to help
name? If they were representing their clients, they would see
it very quickly.

Again, every nation that I have spoken of is not only infer-
ested in the particular controversy, but every representative on
the board being an alien to the United States, those nations are
all obligated by interesis in such manner as to make those in-
terests controlling. What have you to say of the situation of
Greece in a controversy between the United States and Great
Britain? Is there a man living who supposes that the repre-
sentative of Greece would be really a free moral agent? Is
there a man here who does not know that Greece has been
practically sustained by the strong arm of Great Britain for
many years, and that Great Britain was so potential in the last
war that she practically pulled the King of Greece from his
throne and used the waters of Greece as a naval base and the
land of Greece as a military base? I do not complain of Great
Britain having done this, but to talk about Greece being any-
thing but a British pawn in the great international game is
utter and sheer nonsense.

Is Belgium a free moral agent? She was set up as a buffer
State to be interposed between Germany and those waters which .
are contiguous to Great Britain and France. She was sustained
by the strength and majesty of the British Army and the Brit-
ish Navy, and the invasion of Belgium was a direct blow at
Great Britain. While I will not say it was the real cause, it
was undoubtedly a principal cause of Great Britain’s ready and
magnificent response.
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Would Spain be disinterested? Aside from the interest I
have already mentioned, there is not a Spaniard living who
does not in his heart hate the United States, for every one of
them regards the United States as being responsible for having
reduced Spain to a fifth-rate power at the cost of her posses-
sions in the Pacific and in the Atlantic. So it rankles in their
hearts and will for a century of time.

I shall not take the time of the Senate to refer to all the
others, save only Japan. Is there a man here who doubts that
in the controversy I have named Japan would be bound to
Great Britain by other interests than the mere interest of navi-
gation? In the Orient they are partners in the greatest scheme
of exploitation that has occurred in this world since Julius
Csesar,

So we do not by this treaty prepose arbitration. If the
treaty stopped at arbitration, we might all stop much of our
caviling. It is not the arbitration feature we are discussing.
It is the decision by a fixed body, that body composed exclu-
sively of foreigners, to decide every question between the
United States and any forelgn power, and the question may
involve the life of this Republic.

The Foreign Relations Committee appended a reservation for
which I was responsible. It provided that the United States
would not submit its national honor or its wital interest; that
it would not submit the honor and integrity of this great Na-
tion and would not submit a guestion invelving the life of this
Republie, established in the blood .of our fathers and baptized
in the tears of our mothers. That reservation was defeated in
the Senate, and I think the distinguished gentleman from Mon-
tana [Mr. Warsu] voted to defeat it.

So the bald proposition is that we will submit to a tribunal
composed exclusively of political representatives of foreign
States, for the most part menarchies, the life of this Republic.
Do you undertake to compare that with the Bryan treaties?
There is no comparison.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to inguire of the Senator
whether exactly the same questions would not be submitted
under the Bryan treaties that are to be submitted under the cove-
nant? Is not the character of questions identical in the two
cases? If we submit to that eouneil a question involving the life
of the Nation have we not equally agreed to submit a question
involving the life of the Nation under the Bryan treaties?

Mr. REED. Possibly that is true, but when you come to the
decision in the one case and in the other, what is the difference?
Under the Bryan treaties we submit the controversy to decision
and when the decision is rendered it binds nobody.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I inquire of the
Senator whom the decision of the council binds?

Mr. REED. I am coming to that, sir. TUnder the Bryan
treaties it is expressly provided that when the decision is
rendered—

The high contracting parties reserve the right to act independently on

the subject matter of the dispute after the report of the commission shall
have been submitted.

That is to say, they reserve the right to disregard the report,
to do just what they please in whatsoever way or manner they
please, to exercise their full right of sovereignty; but under the
pending treaty if there is a unanimous decision against us, we
can not go to war, though the life of the United States is at
stake, without bringing the whole world against us. That is the
difference.

Is that a substantial difference? ILet us bring it to illustration.
TWe have a controversy with Mexico. Under the Bryan treaty it
goes to arbitration; the arbitrators decide against us; we are
not satisfied. We go on and do business with Mexico just as we
think we ought to. Suppose we have the same controversy with
Mexico under the pending treaty; it goes to the council of the
League of Nations; the decision is nnanimous against us; we
then undertake to enforce what we believe are our rights, and
immediately the whole power of the League of Nations is massed
against us.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri
¥ield to .the Senator from Montana?

Mr. REED. I do.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to make an inguiry of the
Senator. Suppose we had a controversy with Mexico and wwe
submitted it under the Bryan treaty. We choose one of onr
citizeng and Mexico chooses one of her citizens; each of us then
chooses a citizen of some other country, and a fifth is chosen by
common agreement. The international commission so provided
hear the evidence upon both sides and then decide against us;
decide that Mexico is right and that we are wrong. Does the

Senator believe we would go to war with Mexico under those
circumstances? :

Mr. REED. That would depend entirely upon the case, sir.
It is very probable that if the decision apparently was rendered
in an honest way, and if it was an honest matter of dispute, we
would abide by the decision, even though it hurt us considerably ;
but it is also true that if the decision seemed to be tainted with
fraud or if it seemed to involve great wrong and outrage to this
country, our people would decide it for themselves; for, let me
tell the wise men assembled in Washington at both ends of the
Capitol, that once this entity called the American people is
aroused they yet control, thank God, in this Republic.

There is no comparison between the two propositions, and
there has not been any comparison between them from the first,
except the strained one made by special pleaders who seek to
Justify & bad cause by a weak and nonapplicable precedent.

Mr, President, let us see about the unanimous decision arrived
at by the council. There has been much misstatement in regard
to that. One misstatement was inadvertently just made by the
Senator from Montana. He asked, in substance, Are we going
to protest when all the world is against us? as though all the
world had sat down together in this tribunal, and the unanimous
opinion of all the world was against the United States.

In the first place, the world does not sit on the council at all;
and I might go so far as to say that representatives of the
peoples of the world do not sit there. The representative of the
autocratic Government of Japan sits there; possibly at some
time in the future the representative of the present highly en-
lightened and Christian Government of Mexico may sit there,
Mexico being ineligible now; but, to refer only to the nations
that can sit there, the representative of the Imperial Govern-
ment of Great Britain gits there; the representative of the King
of Spain sits there; the representative of the King of Greece
sifs there. There are the representatives of only two republics
on the whole council. The remainder of them are the represen-
tatives of kingdoms or something worse; so that the council is
made up of political representatives of politieal states.

In the next place, after our antagonist has withdrawn they
only represent 7 of the nations of the earth, while there are
approximately 75 self-governing states of the world. There are
23 members of the League of Nations that do not even sit there;
T nations out of all the world participate in the decision; yet
that is called the opinion of all the world when all the world
but 7 nations has been disfranchised, and those 7 nations, as
has been argued time and time again here, in-all prebability
are under the contrel of one nation. Is it hard to get a unani-

. mous-consent agreement? Not very, when there are things to

trade.

The President protested against the Shantung outrage, we
are told, and in the next to his last letter which he sent re-
garding the Fiume controversy he lays down principles which
would have made the adoption of the Shantung infamy impos-
sible if they had been adhered to. The President said in his
note of February 10:

It is a time to speak with the utmost frankness. The Adriatic issue
as it now presents itself raises the fundamental guestion as to whether
the American Government can on any terms coo te with its Euro-
Eean associates in the great work of maintnlntng e peace of the world

y removing the primary causes of war. This Government dces mot
doubt. its abllity to reach amicable understs.ndufs with the associated
Governments 8s fo what constitutes equity and justice in international
dealings, for differences of opinion as to the best methods of applying
just principles have never obscured the wvital fact that in the main the
several Governments have en the same fundamental conception
of what those principles are. ut if substantial eement on what ia
just and reasonable is not to determine international issues, if the
possessing the most endurance in pressing ite demands rather
than the country armed with a just cause is to the support of the

owers, if forcible of coveted areas is to be permitted and con-
goneﬂ and is to receive ultimate justification by creating a situation
so difficult that decision favorable to the aggressor is deemed a practical
necessity ; 4f deliberately incited ambition is, under the name of na-
tional sentiment, to be rewarded at the expense of the small and the
weak ; if, in 2 word, the old order of things which brought so many
evils on the world is still to prevail, then the time is not yet come
when this Government can enter a concert of powers the very existence
of which must depend upon a new spirit and a new order., The Ameri-
can people are ing to share in guch high enterprise, but many among
them are fearful lest they become entangled in international policies
and committed to international obligations foreign alike to their ideals
and their traditions. To cemmit them to such a policy as that em.
bodied in the latest Adriatic proposals and to obligate them to maintain
in{ustice as efalnst the claims of justice would be to provide the most
solid ground for such fears. This Govermment can undertake no such
grave responsibility. )

That exactly outlines the situation with reference to Shan-
tung; yet there was a unanimous decision, and the President
was constrained to join in that decision becanse of the exigen-
cies of the case. So there was a unanimous decision to all in-
tents and in the Adriatic matter; and against that the
President now rises to protest. There is no trouble, Mr, Presi-

coun
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dent, in securing a unanimous-consent agreement where the
powers have many axes to grind and one power agrees to turn
the grindstone for another, provided a similar and correspond-
ing service is rendered for it. Unanimous decisions are easily
arranged where there is sufficient trading material and where
the parties trade cold-bloodedly,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before the Senator from Missouri
procaeds further, will he permit me now to put into the Recorp
the statement from his remarks on last Friday to which I
earlier referred?
= Mr. REED. Yes; I shall be very glad to have the Senator

0 S0.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I read from the Recorp of last
Thursday, as follows:

Mr. ReEp, It is well sald, and let me pause long enough te say—and
I shall be very glad to continue the debate when I return to the Cham-
ber—that there is another side to it. I want it to end instanter, The
delay of three or six months may mean the life of the United States.
The waiting to give the other nation three months or six months to
get ready to strike may mean the difference between a great war and
Bo war at all,

Mr. REED. I have no complaint as to that. That is just
what I said. That was not quite the way the Senator stated it,
but I make no complaint, for he did not mean to misrepresent
me. However, 1 would rather have my own words stand for
what Ibsald. What I desired to say I said, and what I said I
stand by.

‘Mr. President, in view of the situation which has arisen, while
I meant to discuss another phase of the question, I do not feel
like proceeding, and I will yield the floor, as I understand the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxpeewoop] desires to make an
announeement in a moment.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, before the Senator from Ala-
bama makes the sad announcement, which I know will bring
sorrow to every Member of the Senate, I ask unanimous consent
that the unanimous-consent agreement applying to to-day may
remain in force and take effect to-morrow, Tuesday. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered. The unanimous-consent agree-
ment applying to to-day stands in effect as applicable to to-
IMOTTOW.

DEATH OF SENATOR BANKHEAD,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, it is my sad duty to an-
nounce to the Senate that this morning my colleague, Hon. JouN
H. BaxksEAD, died suddenly at his temporary residence in the
city of Washington.

For a quarter of a century he has been the foremost figure in
the State of Alabama. I think he was the one remaining Mem-
ber of the Senate who served in the army of the Confederacy
and thus connected this body with that portion of the history of
our country.

He was a man whose sterling character, probity, and earnest
devotion to duty have given him a fixed place in the history of
our Nation and of the State which he so long and faithfully rep-
resented in the Halls of Congress. He died with the love and
;(Iespect of his constituents, of his friends, and of all who knew

m. i

At the proper time, Mr. President, I shall ask the Senate to
set apart a day on which proper tribute may be paid to his
memory. I now submit the resolutions which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read.

The resolutions (S. Res, 316) were read, considered by unani-
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows:

Senate resolution 316.

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound
sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon. JoHN HoLnis BANK-
HEAD, late a Senator from the State of Alnbama.
e B P O G, AT e pvnted b e
esident pro tempore of the Senate to take or B0,
the funeral of the lig.te Senator. S
Resolved, That as a further mark of respeet the remains of the dead
Senator be removed from Washington to Jasper, Ala., for burial in
charge of the Bergeant at Arms, attended by the cammfttee. who shall
bave full power to cnrrgei_hene resolutions into effect.
Resolved, That the retary communicate these resolutions to the
House of Representatives.

The PRESIDING OFFICER appointed, under the second res-
olution, Mr. UNpERWOOD, Mr. NELsoN, Mr. PoMERENE, Mr. Towx-
sExD, Mr, McKELLAR, Mr, FERNALD, Mr, AsHURST, Mr. BALL, and
Mr. Harrison as the committee on the part of the Senate.

Mr. ONDERWOOD. Mr. President, as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of my deceased colleague, I move that the
Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and
140 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues-
‘day, March 2, 1920, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxbpax, March 1, 1920.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. .
The Chaplain, Rev, Henry N, Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

“ O the depth of the riches both of the wisdom and knowledge
of God! how unsearchable are his judgments, and his ways past
finding out!”

Broaden, we beseech Thee, O Lord, the scope of our intel-
lectual vision, quicken our conscience, and bring us into a
closer communion with Thee.

We can not know Thee, since we are finite and Thou art in-
finite; but we can know Thee better and conform our ways to
Thy ways as it is given us to see them.

“TIor of him, and through him, and to him are all things: to
whom be glory forever.,” Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 28,

1920, and Sunday, February 29, 1920, was read and approved.
RETURN OF THE RAILROADS.

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that there
be printed 30,000 additional copies of the act (H. R. 10433) to
provide for the termination of Federal control of railroads and
systems of transportation ; to provide for the settlement of the
disputes between earriers and their employees; to provide to
further amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,”
approved February 4, 1887, as amended, and for other purposes—
10,000 copies to be distributed through the documeént room and
20,000 through the folding room.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent for the printing of 30,000 additional copies of the
railroad act—10,000 copies to be distributed throumgh the docu-
g:eut room and 20,000 through the folding room. Is there objec-

on?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ought not that matter to be referred
to the Committee on Printing? .

Mr. ESCH. I tried to get in touch with the chairman of the
Joint Committee on Printing on Saturday and also this morning,
but I have been unable to see him. There is such a demand for
copies of the act that I thought prompt action was necessary,
especially in view of the fact that there are only five or six
copies of the bill remaining in the document room. /

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many does the gentleman pro-
pose to have printed? "

Mr. ESCH. Thirty thousand copies—20,000 to be distributed
through the folding room and 10,000 copies through the docu-
ment room.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And how much is it going to cost?

Mr. ESCH. I do not know. That is why I wish to confer
with the chairman of the Committee on Printing.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARD. Mpyr. Speaker, reserving the right to object——

Mr. MILLER. How many would that allot to each Member?

Mr. ESCH. Forty-six to each Member.

Mr. GARD. The allotment through the folding room amounts
to 46 to each Member?

Mr. ESCH. Yes.

Mr. GARD. And the other 10,000 are to be distributed
through the document room?

Mr. ESCH, Yes. I

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

EXTERSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the REcorp some resolutions adopted by 6,000 ex-service men
at a mass meeting at St. Louls recently upon the subject of
legislation for relief in the way of additiopal compensation
for the men who have seen service in the late war.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent for the printing of certain resolutions passed at
a meeting in St. Louis of ex-service men relative to additional
compensation. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri——

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. BLANTON. Whether or not this would be embarrass-
ing in any way to our colleagues on the other side?

Mr. IGOE. I do not know. My purpose is only to get it
printed in the REconp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I object.
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